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By !Ir. ROSECRANS: The resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, California, protesting against the transfer 
of the revenue-marine service to the Navy Department-to the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

By ~Ir. SHALLENBERGER:. The petitioD; of Rev. J .. A. _Edie and 
others, of the United Presbytenan Congregation, of New Brighton; of 
the Mount Pleasant Presbyterian church, of Darlington; of the United 
Presbyterian church, First Methodist Episcopal Protestant ~burch, 
German Evangelical church, Immanuel's Church of the EvaJ?-gelical As
sociation, Methodist Episcopal church, Reformed Presbytenan church, 
the Presbyterian church, and the faculty_ of Geneva Cop.~e, of. Beaver 
Falls Pennsylvania, on behalf of lands m severalty, Citizenship, ed~
catio~ and religious liberty for the Indians-severally to the Comnut
tee on' Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEG~AFF: The petitio~ o~ H. Robinson and. 24 oth~rs, 
ex -soldiers of the third Congress10nal district of Iowa, protesting against 
the repeal of the tax on whisky a~d tobacco, and in favor of s~ch im
port duties as will protect the pnces of labor-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The following petitions relating to tariff legislation were presented 
and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By !Ir. ATHERTON: OfM. F. Abell &Co.andothers, workingmen 
in glass, of Zanesville, Ohio. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Of Ira R. Bamber and others, employes of John 
Gibson, of New York city. · 

By l~Ir. S. S. COX: Of D. Appleton & Co. and others, publishers, of 
New York city. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Oftheresolutionadopted byameetingofcitizens 
of Homestead, Allegheny County, andofresolutionsofSheffiel~, Unity, 
and Keystone Association, of Knights of Labor of Pennsylvania. 

By l~Ir. HILL: Of employes of Joseph Wharton, at Hackettstown, and 
of employes of the Boonton Rolling-mill, Boonton, New Jersey. 

SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 19, 1883. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of proceedings of Saturday last was read and approved. 
CREDEJ..~S. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the credentials of IsH.AM G. HARRIS, 
chosen by the Legislature of Tennessee a Senator from that State for the 
term beginningMarch4, 1883; which were read, and ordered to be :filed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNIC.ATIOXS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo're laid before the Seuate a communication 
from the Secretary oftheNavy, transmitting, in compliance with a joint 
resolution of AugustS, 1882, a report of a board of officers ~ppointed to 
inquire into the circumstances of the loss of the explonng steamer 
Jeannette and the death of.Commander De Long and other officers and 
men, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs in regard to the large sums of money annually expen~ed by the 
different Indian tribes in payment of attorneys' fees for collecting money 
dne them by the United States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think that communication ought to go to the 
Committee on Appropriations. If it is what I think it is, it ought to 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. · 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the communication itself be read, not the note 
of transmittal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

DEPAR~ OF THE Th""TERIOR, OFFICE OF lNDIAJ" A.FFAI:R.S, 
Washington, Febrt.£ary 17, 1883. 

Sm: I deem it my duty to call your attention, and through you the attention 
of Congress, to the fact that large sums of money are annually expended i?Y the 
different tribes of Indians in payment of attorneys' fees for t!le collect10~ of 
money due to them by the United States. It seems tome to be Without question 
that if the Government is justly indebted to the Indians they should not be re
quired to pay from 5 to 50 per cent. to outside parties for collecting mo~e¥ hon
estly due them, yet such is and has been the case for many years; _a~d 1tis safe 
to say that in the last five ~ears not less than one-q?arte.r of one IDlllion dollars 
of money belonging to Indians has been _exp_e~ded m this way. 
If the Indians are the wards of the natwn It Is the duty of the Gove~ent, as 

their guardian to protect their interests, and not allow $50,000 of their funds to 
be expended e~ery year for the accomplishment of an object that can be just as 
well done for one-tenth of that amount. . 

I therefore respectfully recommend that Congress be requested to authonze 
the appointment of an officer to be styled "solicitor of the Indian Bureau," or 
.. assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs," or any other na.m_e th!l't may be 
deemed proper, whose duty it shall be to atten~, under the ~rectio11; of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to all cases where Indians have claims agamst the 
Government and whose compensation as such officer shall be $4,000per annum; 
and that aft~r such appointment shall have been made no contract shall be 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs for the collection of money or the adjustment of accounts or the 

settlement of di<lputed questions involving values of money or property in which< 
the Indians on the one s'1de and the Government on the other are the parties. 

Very respectfully, - H. PRICE, Commi&Sioner. 
Hon. H. M. TELLER, Secretary of the Interior. 

::h.f_r. DAWES. Mr. President--
ltlr. VOORHEES. I was mistaken in the character of the paper. It. 

should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The communication was referred to the Committee on Indian A.ffail'Sr 

and ordered to be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempote laid before the Senate a communica

tion from the Secretary of t.he Interior, transmitting a letter from the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs asking an appropriation of $14,000 for 
the purchase of stock, cattle, &c., for the Sioux Indians of Red Cloud 
and Red Leaf bands of Indians; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with resolution of the 13th in
stant, information connected with the naval advisory board organized 
under act of August 5, 1882; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
beprinted. · 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in answer to resolution of the 13th instant, are
port of the Chief of Engineers in regard to railroad and other bridges 
a-cross the Great Kanawha River in West Virginia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS .AND 1\IEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Iroquois Club 
of ChicaO'o, Illinois, prepared by Hon. Carter H. Harrison of said city, 
praying Congress to accept the Illinois and !Iichioo-an. Canal authorized 
by an act of the Legislature, with a view of making said canal ana tiona! 
water way to the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Commit
tee on Commerce. 

!Ir. FRYE presented the memorial of E. E. Clark, mayor of Bidde
ford, Maine, and Benjamin F. Hamilton, and others; and the memorial 
of Captain N. Falkner and other shipmasters and citizens of Saoo and 
Biddeford, Maine, remonstrating against the transfer of the Life-Saving 
Service and the revenue-marine service from the Treasury to the Navy 
Department; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented resolutions adopted by the board of di
rectors of the Norfolk and Portsmouth Cotton Exchange in favor of the
erection of a light-house upon Boush's Bluff; which were referred to the· 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Valley Prairie Grange, No. 
1112, Patrons of Husbandry, Polk County, l\lissouri; and the petiti?n 
of Frazier Grange, No. 948, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clay County, Mis
souri, praying for the passage of the House bill to create the office of· 
secretary of agriculture; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

l\Ir. HALE presented the memorial of E. C. Gates and others, citizens. 
of Calais, Maine, remonstrating against the reduction of the duty on 
lumber; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Eastport, Uaine, remon
strating a!!ainst the transfer of the revenue marine from the Treasury 
to theN ary Department; which was referred to the Committee on Com
merce. 

Mr. SLATER presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly o! 
the State of Oregon, in favor of an appropriation of 40,000 for further 
improving the Coquille River in that State; w~ch ~as referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be pnnted m the RECORD, as. 
follows: 

House joint memorial No. 6. 
To the ho1W1'able Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of Ame1·ica: 
Your memorialists, the Legislati>e .Assembly of the State of Oregon, respect-

fully represent that: . . 
Whereas your honorable body has seen pr~per ~ gra?t two appropnations for · 

the improvement of the mouth of the Coquille River, m Coos County, Oregon; 

an~ereas there was put in by the first appropriation about eight hundred _and 
sixty-eight linearfeetofbreakwater, which is proven to be too low, being a little · 
above low tide, and need to be raised three feet or more, and extended further 
west toward the ocean several hundred feet; and . . 

Whereas the water at the end of the present breakwater IS beco~g deeper; 
therefore requiring more rock~ 111;8.ke the brea~ater ~e same height, ~here~:?y 
proyjng that the second appropriation of $10,000 will be madequate to finiSh said 
unprovement; and . . . 

Whereas the growing commerce (at t.imes having su: or eight schooners m sa.1d 
river) and shipbuilding (there having been built this summer two large schooners. 
on the Coquille River) requires that there should be a good entrance at the mouth ~ 
of said river; and . . . 

Whereas said valley embraces about nine hundred square nnlest which lS · 
mostly covered with excellent timber and underlaid with a. good quality of coal, 
iron, stone, and other minerals; and 

Whereas there are numerous snags in said river which obstruct and endanger-
the passage of vessels and steamboats: . · 

Wherefore your memorialists pray that $401000 be appropr1ated for the further
improvement of the mouth of the Coquille River, and ftO,OOO for the removal of 
snags, &c, . 

And your memorialists will ev-er pray . 
Adopted by the house Oct-ober 9, 1882. 

Concurred in by the senate October 9, 18SZ. 

GEO. W. McBRIDE, 
Speaker of the House. 

W. J. McCONNELL, 
· Prerident of the Senate~ 
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Mr. SLATER also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 

of the State of Oregon, representing that the rates allowed per mile for 
surveying public lands in that State are insufficient to secure surveys 
to be made, and asking for an increase; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the RECQRD, as 
foUPws: 

House joint memorial Xo. 9. 
To the Senate and H ouse of Representa.tives of the 

United States in Cong-ress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, would re

spectfully represent that the rates per mile now allowed for the survey of the 
public domain in the State of Oregon, which rates were established by the last 
Congress, are insufficient and altogether inadequate to secure the end desired, 
and that their maintenance must result .in the discontinuance of the surveys in 
this State, for the reason that deputy surveyors will not contract to do the work 
because of the great expense of reaching the yet unsurveyed portions oft.he State 
with supplies and assistants and the difficult and expensive character of the work 
now remaining to be done, which is almost exclusively of that character hith
erto avoided by surveyors, and for which the immediately preceding prices af
forded little or no profit. The unsurveyed portions of this State consist mainly 
of lands lying along the coast, or on the mountain ranges, and are covered with 
dense forests and thick and tangled jungles of almost impenetrable brush, in 
addition to a ragged and craggy nature, and are generally distant from the or
dinary bases of supplies. Of these facts all who are acquainted with our State 
are fully aware, and none more so than the deputy surveyors; yet large areas 
of these lands are of the richest soil; are valuable for their timber as well as 
other natural advantages, and are now eagerly sought for by persons in search 
of homes, and who are willing to clear and cultivate them. This is attested by 
the number of applications and petitions to the p«"Oper officers asking for their 
survey. These requests can not be complied with so long as the pre ent prices 
prevail, for the reasons before given. The results of this condition of things are 
readily seen and are a matter of much seriousness to this State at this time, now 
that thousands are here seeking homes and thousands more are coming, the 
majority of whom areseekinglocationsupontbeGovernmentlands. That por
tion of the appropriation by the la t Congress for the extension of surveys in 
Oregon is rendered useless and will necessarily be returned to t.he Treasury and 
the extension of the surveys be suspended until more remunerative prices are 
allowed by law. This must result to great damage to the State in preventing 
sett.lement and improvement. There is perhaps no State in the Union which is 
at this time attracting more attention abroad, or which is making such rapid 
strides in material advancement and prosperity, as Oregon; and it issafetosay 
that to discontinue the public surveys at this time is to strike a serious and un
necessary blow at the material prosperity of the State. 

We, your memorialists, therefore earnestly ask and pray that this impediment 
may be speedily removed by an advance in the prices for surveys at least equal 
to those which prevailed before the last reduction, and that such change may at 
least include the appropriation to Oregon for the current year, as well as for the 
future. And this your memorialists will ever pray. 

Rates p er m ile paid for surveys during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. 

Minimum. Maximum. 

1::itandard parallels ....... .... ... ... . ... ... ..... . ...... .. ...... .. .. ........ . $1200 
10 00 
800 

12 00 

$1600 
14.00 
10 00 
16 00 

Township lmes ........ .. ............ ............. ... . ... ............ . .. . .. . 
Section lines ........... .. ........ ....... ... ........................... .... ... . 
Meander lines .. ...... . ... . .... .. . .... .... ... .... .. ............ ............. . 

Rates paid for year ending June 30, 1883. 

Minimum. Maximum. 

Standard parallels ... ...... .... ... .. .... .. ... .... ... ................... .. . . $900 
700 
500 
900 

$13 00 
1100 
700 

13 00 
~~=bffn~~~:::::::::::::::::::.·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : ::::::::::: 
Meander lines .. ..... .. .... ......... ..... .................. .... ..... ...... . .. 

Adopted by the bouse October 2, 1882. 

Concurred in by the sen~te October 13, 1882. 

GEO. W. McBRIDE, 
Speaker of the House. 

W. J. McCONNELL, 
President of the Senate. 

Mr. SLATER also presented amemorialofthe Legislative.A.ssembly 
<>f the State of Oregon in favor of the enactment of such legislation as 
shall fully recognize the services of the Oregon volunteers during the 
Rogue River Indian war, and bring them within the provisions of ex
isting pension laws; which was referred to the Committee on Pen ions, 
and ordered to ·be printed in the REOORD, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 10. 
To the hO'norable the Congress ~f the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon , r espect
fully represent that during the years 1855 and 1856 there waged in Oregon an In
dian outbreak, called the Rogue River war, for the suppression of which, and the 
protection of the lives and :property of the whites, a company called the Oregon 
volunteer company was ratsed; and 

\Vhereas they were not mustered into the United States service, they ha...-e never 
been in any wise compensated for their service ; and 

Whereas the United States troops then stationed on the Oregon frontier were 
inadequate to effectually guard the said Indian frontier at that date in Oregon: 
Therefore, 

Your memorialists respectfully pray that the Congre. of the United States 
enact such legislation at its next session as shall fully recognize the services of 
the Oregon volunteers during the Rogue River Indian war, and bring the meri
torious within t.he beneficial action of the existing pension laws. The Senators 
and Representatives in .Congress from Oregon are hereby requested to use aU 
honorable efforts to secure from Congre such appropriate legislation in the 
premises as shall be just and proper. 

Adopted by the house October 17, 1882. 

Concurred in by the senate October 17, 1882. 

GEO. W. McBRIDE, 
rpeaker of the Hou.se. 

W. J.McCONNELL 
Presidem of the Senate. 

1\Ir. GORl\IA.J.~ presented the petition of Hurst, Pumell & Co., and a 
large number of merchants of Baltimore, :Maryland, praying for there
peal of all laws which impose a tax of 200 per annum upon salesmen 
soliciting ordeTs by sample in the District of Columbia, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. GARLAND presented the petition of Mount Gro>e Grange, No. 
9, Patrons of Husbandry of Arkansas, praying f01· the creation of the 
office of secretary of agriculture, which was ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. DAWES. I present the.. memorial of James Gifford and a larg~ 
number of other citizens of Massachusetts, residing in Provincetown in 
that State, remonstrating against the transfer of the re>enue marine 
the Life-Saving Service, and the Marine-Hospital Service to the Navy'
and also remonstrating against the establishment of a bureau of mer~ 
cantile marine in the Navy Department. I move the reference of the 
memorial to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion wa,s agreed to. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I hold in my hand a resolution which has been 

passed by the senate of the Legislature of Indiana and concurred in by 
the house, as I find by the papers. As it is Yery brief I will ha>e it 
read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
Whereas the act of Congress providing for the payment of arrears of pensions 

expired by limitation before many entitled to make just claims thereunder had 
availed themselves of its provisions; and 

Whereas many worthy and de erving soldiers have been thereby deprived of 
the benefits to which they are entitled : Therefore, 

Resolved by the senate (the house concurring therein), That our Senators in Con
gress be instructed, and our Representatives requested, t.o favor the passage of 
a law giving reasonable time for disabled soldiers or their representatives to 
file in the proper Department their claims for relief under said act. 

THOMAS HANNA, 
President of Senate. 

A. J. KELLEY, 
Secretary of Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The· Secretary will plea e read the letter of trans
mittal accompanying the resolution. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
DEAR SiR: I have the honor to transmit herewith senate concurrent resolu

tion No. 8, which has pa ed the enate and concurred in by the bouse. 
Respectfully, 

Bon. D~LEL W. VooRHEES, Washington, D. C. 

A. J. KELLEY, 
Secretm-y of Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move the reference of the resolution to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I present a preamble and 1·esolution adopted by 

the Produce Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the pas
sage of the bankruptcy bill, a portion of which provides that the sale 
and purchase for future delivery of the commodities of the country shall 
be deemed an act of bankruptcy. As the bill has been reported, I move 
that the resolutions lie on the table. . 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say, as the memorial shows a widespread pub
lic error, what has been already stated, but I will repeat it, that the 
bankruptcy bill, as it was reported, contains no such provision as the 
memorialists suppo e. It merely provides that where a person is act
ually insolvent, dealing in "futures," so called, shall be an act of bank
ruptcy, it being the opinion of the committee that if a man is to indulge 
in that form of speculation it must be with his own money and not the 
money of his creditors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tentp01·e. The memorial will lie on the table. 
Mr. LOGAN presented resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of 

Chicago, illinois, in favor of the passage of a fair just, equitable bank
rupt bill, that shall be efficient and economical in its working; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PL UUB. I present a petition of citizens of the tate of Kansas,. 
which I will read: 

We, the undersigned , citizens of the State of Kansas and of the nited States. 
most respectfully and earnestly pray that your honorable bodies in Congre 
a embled will enact the following proposition into a law without unnecessary 
delay: 

To raise the duties on all intoxicating liquors to au average of 16 per gallon. 

I regret that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWY] who seems to
have taken a somewhat opposite new of the propriety of a tax of that 
magnitude, or of any magnitude at all, is not in his seat to hear the 
counterpart of his proposition from citizens of my State. I move that 
the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of dealers in lumber in the State 

of Kansa , praying that lumber be placed on the free-list; whic:h was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

GESEV A .A W .ARD FUXD. 

Mr. HOA.R. I de u·e at this time to ask unanimou consent to move 
to recommit to the Judiciary Committee the bill (H. R. 6993) to extend 
the time for claimants to file their claims under the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ' 'An act re-establishing the Court of Commis-
ioners of Alabama Claims, .and for the distribution of the unappropri

ated moneys of the Geneva award," approved June 5, 1882. 

I I am authorized to report it back, after its recommitment, ·with an 
amendment.. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill is recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Ur. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to the widow of the late Major
General G. K. Warren, reported itwithoutamendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

M.r. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 2492) granting a pension to John B. Childs; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 2493) for the relief of C. S. Moss; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Al\IENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Ur. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations forsundrycivilexpenses 
<>f the Government for the fisr..al year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes; whic-h was referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, execu
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
J"une 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW EDITION OF SENATE :rtiAl.""UAL. 

Ur. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resowed, That there be prepared, under the direction of the Committee on 
Rules, a new edition of the Manual, and that 1,000 copies of the same be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 

HOUR Olf MEETING. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for action on the resolution I offered on Satur
day with reference to the daily hour of meeting hereafter. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate for the remainder of the 

.session be 10 o'clock a.m. 

The PRESIDENT pro .tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. GA.RLA.ND. I am in favor of the resolution, but suggest to the 
Senator from Kansas if we had better not provide at the same time for 
taking a recess from half past 5 to half past 7 in the eYening so as to 
.carry out the idea. 

~fr. INGALLS. Even if this should be agreed to I should still think 
that the interests of the public service would require us to utilize all 
the time remaining between now and the close of next week when the 
i;ession will terminate. Matters of great public importance are still 
pending; the tariff bill is undisposed of; greatmoneybillsare before us 
-on which committees of conference are to act, and my impression is that 
10 o'clock in the morning would be a suitable hour to meet hereafter. 

Mr. GARLAND. I agree to that fully, but as we fix .the time of 
meeting one hour earlier it seems to me we could economize our time 
by providing for a recess. Still I shall not insist on it. 

Mr. INGALLS. My experience in my term of service here has been 
that when we take a recess from half past 5 to half past 7, or therea
·bout, great difficulty is experienced in getting a quorum on reassem
bling. That is a matter to be considered after this is disposed of. I 
take it, if it is thought best to provide for a recess of course the Senate 
would act on that without difficulty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the resolution ought to be amended so as 
to leave the Senate with power over the matter by adding ''unless other
wise ordered.'' 

Ur. INGALLS. This is no change of the rule. It is simply a daily 
order, and can be modified to-morrow if the Senate desires to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the usual provision "unless otherwise or
dered'' is not in the resolution. In the general rule we fix the hour of 
meeting at 12 o'clock, '' unless otherwise ordered.' ' This makes it im
perative, so that without a day's notice to amend the rule in like way 
it would be a standing order. I see no reason why it should be changed 
from the hour we are fixing so far as I can see; but I think it better to 
.add those words. 

Mr. INGALLS. Any modification the Senator suggests will be ac
ceptable to me. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not object to meeting at 10 o'clock in the 
morning, but I should like the mover of the resolution to indicate if he 
llas any idea about what time it is proposed the Senate shall adjourn. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no suggestion to make about it. If a quo
rum of the Senate choose to sit here untillOo'clock or until midnight, 
I will stay with them; and if the infirmities of the flesh require us to 

.adjourn before that time, I shall bid them God-speed and we shall ad
journ, if there can not be any other method of extrication. But of 
·COUT'Se we can not fix the hour of adjournment. There are great pub-

lie matters pressing, and it is necessary to utilize all the time that can 
be employed between now and the 4th of March. 

M.r. BUTLER. I do not know that we can fix the hour, but there 
might be some understanding as to when the Senate proposes to ad
journ. If we are going to stay here all night, I am quite willing to 
come and bring my blankets and stay as long as any other Senn.tor. 

Mr. INGALLS. We shall be obliged to stay here all night scvetal 
nights between now and the final adjournment if we intend to dispose 
of the public business; but that must be left of course to the emer!rell-
cies that arise. "' 

Mr. BUTLER. I am entirely prepared to concur in that view· but 
I think we should do more business if we did less talking. ' ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'fhe resolution as modified will ba 
read.. · 

The resolution as modified was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate for the remainder of th9 

session be 10 o'clock a. m., unless oth~rwise ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to call up the resolution I offered on Saturday . ./ 
in regard to the Yellowstone Park. v 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. VEST 

February 17. 
Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection at the proper time that some

thing shall be done in relation to this matter. I shall: favor it, but I 
shall object and do what I can to prevent the consumption of two or 
three hours this morning upon that subject, as it is my purpose to ask, 
and I hope such will be the pleasure of the Senate, to complete the rev
enue bill to-day before we adjourn .. 

Mr. VEST. I hn.ve no disposition to obstruct the consideration of the 
tariff bill. I am as anxious as any Senator to get through with it. If 
the Senator from Vermont will agree to let the resolution be taken up 
now and be the unfinished business for to-morrow, it will meet my pur-
pose. . • 

Mr. VOORHEES. There will have to be others agreeing to that. I 
shall not agree to it. This is a very important question; it involves 
very important interests and rights, and will lead to a. very considera
ble and perhaps interesting discussion. I shall reserve any right to 
object to its consideration at any time. 

~Ir. VEST. I move, then, in order to settle the matter, that the n iso
lution be taken up, stating at the same time that I shall not press its 
consideration this morning. _ 

M.r. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that during 
the morning hour such a motion, even if the Senate should favor it, 
would give him no advantage to-morrow. Thereisnounfinished busi
ness in the morning hour, and it would not necessarily come up. It 
would be quite as well to ask unanimous consent to-morrow or some 
other day. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Missouri will consent to 
allow the revenue bill to be completed before he brings that question 
up. Then he will have no difficulty in getting it acted upon. 

Mr. VEST. A.ll I want is to have it considered at some time or other. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. · 

HARRIS] is correct. To take the resolution up now and let it go over 
would not give it any preference to-morrow. 

~Ir. VEST. Very good. I shall call it up to-morrow and every day V 
during the session. 

Mr. ~IORRILL. I move the· postponement of the Calendar, for the 
purpose of taking up the revenue bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour is closed, thera 
being no further morning business. The question is on the motion ot 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp&re. The Calendar is postponed. The 

question now is, Will the Senate proceed to the consideration of there";'-
enue bill? • 

The motion was n.greed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSIOY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it necessary for public interests to have a 
short executive session. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid
eration of executive business. .After twenty minutes spent in execu
ti Ye session, the doors were reopened. 

INTERNAL-REVE.L"'WE .AND TARIFF DUTIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5538) tore
duce internal-revenue taxation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on theo 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYABD]. 

:Mr. McPHERSON. Before proceeding with that amendment! ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw an amendment that I offered on Sat. 

\ 
I, 
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nrday to this bill and to substitute for it what I now send to the Chair, 
as I find my previous amendment was incorrectly drawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can modify his amend
ment. The amendment of the Senator from New Jersey will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
Strike out all aft-er the word" further," in line 7sS, down to and including the 

word" act," in line800, and insert: 
"There shall be paid on galvanized-iron or steel wire (except barbed fence

wire and except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin hereinbefore pro
vided for) when galvanized or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of 
metals, by any process whatsoever (not including paints), one-half of 1 cent per 
pound in addition to the rates provided in this act. On iron-wire rope, and iron
strand, except barbed fence-wire, 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates im
posed on the wire of which it is made. On steel-wire rope and wire-strand, 2t 
~ents per pound in addition to the rates imposed on the wire from which it is 
made." 

The PRESIDENT pro te1npore. The pending amendment is the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], 
which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. On page 91, line 2151, after the word 
Himported," it is proposed to insert '~not more than one copy for the 
:use of any individual, and not for sale, and;" so as to make the clause 
read: 

Books, maps, and charts specially imported, not more than one copy for the 
use of li.ny individual, and not for sale, and not more than two copies in any one 
invoice, in good faith, for the use of any society incorporated or established for 
philosophical, literary, or religious purposes, or for the encouragement of the 
.tine art~, or for the use or by order of any college, academy, school, or seminary 
-of learning in the United States. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The Senator from Delaware was called from the 
tCity very unexpectedly yesterday and requested me to ask the Senate 
:to pass over this amendment for an hour or two until he should be able 
to return. I hope it will be allowed to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, it will be 
:Passed over. · 

Mr. MORRILL. ·I have no objection to passing it over eternally. 
1\fr. SHERMAN. Then I want the question put on my amendment. 

J: want that called up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 

Ohio [l'l1r. SHERMAN] will be read. 
The AcTI TGSEORET.A.RY. The amendment is to strike out from the 

beginning of line 725, on page 34, to and including the word ''pound,'' 
in line 740, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slab ; die-blocks or blanks; billets 
and bars and tapered or beveled bars; bands, hoops, strips, and sheets of all 
gauges and widths; plates of all thicknesses and widths; steamer, crank, and 
other shafts; wrist or crank pins; connecting-rods and piston-rod'! t pressed, 
sheared, or stamped shapes, or blanks of sheet or plate steel, or combmation of 
steel and iron, punched, or not punched; hammer-molds or swaged steel; gun
molds, not in bars; alloys used as substitutes for steel tools; all descriptions and 
shapes of dry-sand, loam, or iron-molded steel castings, all of the above valued 
at 4 cents a pound or less, 45 per cent. ad valorem; above 4 cents a pound and 
.not above 7 cents, 2 cents per pound; valued above7 cents and not above 11 cents 
per pound, 21- cents per pound; valueq at above 11 cents per pound, 3! cents per 
,pound. 

Steel in any form, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 4:5 per 
.cent. ad valorem. 

lt1r. BECK. Mr. President, I should like .to make an inquiry here. 
·On." Friday night the Senator from Ohio moved to strike out the lines 
.from 573 to 581, and subsequently added lines 582 and 583, which lines 
read: 

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, billets, and slabs, made by the Bessemer, 
IJ>neuma.tic, Thomas-Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-Marti.Q., open-hearth, or by any 
-other process except the crucible process, and not exceeding in value 2 cents per 
po.und, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; exceeding 2 cents and not exceeding 5 
.cents per pound in value,! cent per pound; and all such steel exceeding in value 
.5 cents per pound shall pay the rates of duty prescribed in this act for crucible 
~t-steel. 

Iron rail way bars, weighing more than twenty-five pounds to the yard, seven
.tenths of 1 cent per pound-

He offered an amendment to strike out these lines. I do not know 
what has become of it. I should like to hear. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not understand the Senator. 
Mr. BECK. I want to know what has become of the first amend

ment of the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment is shown in the RECORD of yester

-day, on page 73, to strike out from line 725 to line 7 40 and insert, that is the 
.ame11dment pending. As a matter of course the lines to which I pro
posed to apply the amendment leave words on the lines from 573 to 581 
which ought to .be stricken out, but I propose to insert my amendment 
in a place that seems to be better. 

Mr. BECK. Am I not correct in saying that the motion upon which 
•the Senate adjourned on Friday night was this amendment with these 
two lines included: 

Iron-railway bars, weighing more than twenty-five pounds to the yard, seven
tenths of 1 cent per pound-

.and there was no disposition ever of that amendment? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate on Friday night did ad

journ on that, but the Senator from Ohio on Saturday modified his 
amendment and withdrew that one. · 

Mr. SHERl\IAN. I modified it, and here is the record of it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RoLLINs in the chair). The question isonagree

·lng to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

1\Ir. BECK. Letthe amendment be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike · out from line 7~ to the pro

viso in line 740 and to insert. 

That is.the amendment that is pending. 
Mr. McPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Ohio if the 

present amendment does not contemplate striking out from line 573 to 
line 581, inclusive? 

l'l1r. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. If this amendment is adopted, as the 
Senator from Vermont thought it was better to put it in this place in 
the bill, I propose to strike out the words proposed to be stric;ken out 
by me by my first amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Theoriginalamendment contemplated striking 
out both of these schedules.-

lli. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Then the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 

if I understand him aright, is to substitute for both of these schedules 
what now has been read. · 

l\1r. SHERMAN. That and the subsequent one also. It is a substi
tute for the three clauses. There are three clauses embodied in one by 
this amendment. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Ohio towithdraw for a mo
mellt that part of his amendment which contemplates striking out lines 
801 and 802. He can make that motion afterward. I refer to this 
part of the amendment: 

Steel, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 4:5 per cent. ad va
lorem. 

1\fr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Iowa wishes a separate vote 
on that proposition, and it will be more convenient for him, I will with
draw it, and will have a vote taken on the main proposition, but I will 
follow it with that. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. I would rather ha\e a separate 
\Ote. 

l'l1r. SHERMAN. Indeed I preferred to offer the three separately, 
but others suggested that I offer them together. At the request of the 
Senator from Iowa I mod.i.fY my amendment by dropping out the last 
two lines; and I shall move them separately afterward if the first prop-
osition prevails. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio modifies his 
amendment by leaving out the last two lines-

Steel in any form, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 45 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Ur. BECK. That is to be offered, I understand, subsequently. 
1\Ir. SHERMAN. Certainly. . 
l\1r. BECK. Tha,t is a proposition to divide the amendment. 
l\1r. SHERI\IAN. That is about the amount of it. It is a division 

of the question. 
Mr. BECK. I think! understand the full purport of the amendment 

of the Senator from Ohio now. The motion upon which we adjourned 
on Friday night was the one which I read from the RECORD, to strike 
out lines 573 to 583, inclusive, the last two lines I suppose being merely 
proposed to be stricken out for the purpose of getting clear of the par
liamentary difficulty; and on Saturday morning, as the Senator has 
just read, which I had not seen, but I have seen it in the RECORD since 
he read it, I find that the Senator stated: 

This in lieu of all amendments I proposed to offer. 

That is the proposition now pending; but nothing was said, so far as 
I observed, about the other . 

l'l1r. SHERMAN. That amendment was read to the Senate at the 
request of the Senator himself. 

1\fr. BECK. If that is adopted we hall turn back to strike out the 
other lines, I unde:rstand. 

Mr. SHERl\IAN. Yes, sir. 
1\lr. BECK. So that the whole question is now practically before us. 

I am not going to take any time to debate it now. I have looked over 
it since Saturday,· and I will state how I understand this amendment 
will leave ~e bill if adopted. The clause as to ''steel not specially-enu
merated or provided for in this act" is to be delayed for a few minutes, 
but it is part of the amendment. Steel not otherwise provided for 
under the existing law now pays 30 per cent. ad valorem. Underthat 
the importations for the year 1882 . amounted in \alue to $5,742,512, 
and the duty paid was $1,723,352. The Senator from Ohio now pro
poses to increase this tax to 45 per cent. 

If the same value of imports continue, the duty that he proposes to 
impose would be $2,584, 930,. or an increase of duties on the same value 
of goods of $761,578; and of course all the product of this country, 
which is perhaps six times as much as the imports, or perhaps ten times 
as much, will be increased in the same ratio. In other words, 50 per 
cent. is to be added to the duties now imposed by law, by the amend
ment of the Senator from Ohio, upon all steel not otherwise provided 
for in this act which is consumed in this country, whether made at 
home or abroad. 

'Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield now for a question for 
information? 

Mr. BECK. I will. 

I 
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Mr. :McPHERSON. Is not that owing to an imperfect enumeration 
in the existing tariff law and not the bill before the Senate? Do we 
not provide for a more perfect enumeration and thereby c<:>ver at least 
75 per cent. of the article imported under this provision heretofore? 
The enumeration of the present bill is more full, more precise, and 
covers mainly, as I think we intended to cover, the hitherto enumer
•ted articles. Then it can not ha>e quite the effect it has had during 
the past year. 

Mr. BECK. There might not be as many goods imported the first 
year as are now imported under the clause not otherwise enumerated, 
but a great many new things have been discovered since the last tariff. 
Every day and every year new articles of steel and iron are being dis
covered, new processes are being invented. Since the Bessemer-steel 
process wa-s :first patented there is the Siemens-Martin and other proc
esses which have changed the character of the products of the steel in
dustry. Steel and iron are now classed together, and the commission 
acted upon them as if they were all one. These changes of processes 
and inventions are still going on. Whether anything will be added 
next year or the year after we can .not tell, but the fact remains that 
upon steel not otherwise provided for the proposed increase of duty over 
t.he present law is 50 per cent. 

We have professed all along that we were going to reduce the rates 
of taxation under existing law. The Senate did not reduce taxes now 
imposed in that paragraph, but allowed it to remain as it i.-. now at 30 
per cent., thinking that was as low as perhaps was proper, all other 
things considered. Now, after the Senate in Committee of the Whole 
had agreed to that, andaftertheSenate had agreed wiU1 the Committee 
~fthe Whole, a proposition is made to increase it GO per cent. That 
means to add to every article of steel that we have failed to name and 
fix a specific rate of duty upon 50 per cent. more duty than is now im
posed, and that is called a bill to reduce taxation, and that is done 
though the commission gave no intimation that they proposed an in
crease or any change except a general decrease on an average of 20, 30, 
40, or even as high as 50 per cent. That is one of the effects of the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

We summoned Mr. Oliver before us to tell all about this schedule 
before we went through it' i1;J. the Committee of the Whole, and gave 
him the privilege that no other man had, to argue his own case before 
the committee, and to publish it and lay it on the desks of Senators 
and have it read for the purpose of influencing them; and yet, with all 
that, the schedule drawn by himself or drawn as he said by careful 
men, drawn by Pennsylvania iron-masters whose names I could give, 
for they have told me that he left the drawing of the schedules to those 
who knew most about it, the Senate after full discussion, :first in Com
mittee of the Whole and then in the Senate, adopted the rates now in 
the bill; and yet it is sought to upset them all, to add 50 per cent. to 
the present rate of duty on unenumerated steel and change the classifi
cation of crucible steel and Bessemer steel and steel made by different 
processes, to throw them all into one and add greatly to the ra.tes, 
and the people are to be more heavily ta.xed when that is done. Yet 
we are told that this must all be done so that the bill may be made 
to correspond to what the House has done, because, forsooth, the House 
action is wiser and better than anything that has been done in the 
Senate. That is the argument and that is the avowal, and if these 
orders are not obeyed the bill is to be defeated. 

I bad given notice time and again in the course of the proceedings in 
Committee of the Whole that I would move amendments in the Sen
ate to certain clauses in regard to cotton goods and woolen goods and 
to the flax and iron schedule, because the rates were too high; but 
when the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] expresses his anxiety 
to get this bill over to the House as soon as he could, so as to give them 
time to consider it there, telling us that the 4th of ~larch was rapidly 
approaching, I withheld every amendment I had prepared except one 
or two to co1·rect manifest errors, so as to get the bill through and let 
the House have it, and let them do with it what they in their wisdom 
thought best and send it back with their amendments. For a week we 
have been strn~gling to get the bill over to the House, and the Senator 
from Alabama LMr. 1\fORGAN], who also gave notice that he was going 
to ask a separate vote on ea<!h item, on appeals made to him by myself 
and others, and at the request of the chairman of the committee, with
drew his request, so as to get the bill over to the House and give them 
a fair chance to examine it. We have thrown no obstacle in the way, 
and I avow I am ready this minute to vote for the third reading of the 
bill, and I believe a majority of the Senators on this side of the Cham
ber will vote for the third reading of the bill at once and give it to the 
House this morning. But if we are going to upset all the schedules, 
and the very men who urged us to arrange the iron schedule as it is 
now arranged in the bill aregoingtoupsetit, then thedifferentamend
ments I had given notice that I would propose to the metal schedule, 
to the cotton schedule, to the glass and the other schedules I shall feel 
inclined to offer, and other gentlemen will of course offer their amend-
~~ . 

If the gentlemen on the other side are determined to kill this bill, as 
they avow that they will unless they can pass it as they please and upset 
a.li that has been done in the iron schedule, let them kill it and take 
the re .. ·~ponsibility. I am glad that telegrams were put in the RECORD 

from Henry B. Payne and others. The country will understand the 
force and value of that kind of clamor. One says: 

We deem it very important to our iron and steel interest that the Senate bill 
in its present form do not pass. 

Another, signed by Mr. Uathers: 
I hope you will vote against passage of Senate tariff bill. It is better to let 

both Senate and House bills fail than to have such a tariff. 

On arguments like these all the action of the Senate is to be upset and 
overthrown at this late hour, within twelve days of the closing hour o£ 
Congress. I do not complain; I have done my best, and intend to do it, to 
get this bill over to the House in some decent shape. I have withdrawn 
every objection and I have been willing for a week to allow it to pass this 
body. But if we are to add 50 per cent. to the duties on steel, adding not 
only $761,000 to the duties of last year, but six times that much, be
cause they avow that the object is to put up the prices to consumers of 
all these goods, not only on the imports but on all manufactured in this 
country, perhaps not one-tenth is imported; so it will amount to many 
millions in addition. 

Then let us see what we have done in the lines that are to be strickeru 
out if this amendment is carried. First, as to Bessemer steel by the· 
different processes, and not exceeding in value 2 cents per pound, we· 
have fixed the rate at five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; "exceeding 2 
cents, and not exceeding 5 cents per pound in value, 1 cent per pound;: 
and all such steel exceeding in value 5 cents per pound shall pay the
rates of duty prescribed in this act for crucible cast-steel." 

That is all to be stricken out, and the lines that were read this morn
ing, lines 725 to 740, are also to be stricken out, and the language usedJ 
by the Senator from Ohio inserted. I maintain that but for the amend
ment, which I understood was a-ccepted by the Senator from Ohio on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, that it should apply only to bands 
and hoops and that class of goods not otherwise enumerated, it would 
have applied to a very large class outside of that. I think no man can, 
doubt it. .After you come to the :first semicolon the· other is a separate 
and distinct paragraph, and ''bands and hoops and sheets of all gauge 
a.nd widths," no matter whether made of steel or of iron, would have
been embraced in this amendment; but the limitation suggested by the· 
Senator from Iowa, which I understood the Senator from Ohio to accept, 
I agree that now limits it to the two par3.c,araphs that he desires now to· 
strike out. The only question, therefore, is, what is the effect of the 
amendments upon them? I have read one of them, five-tenths of 1 
cent a pound for all not over the valuation of 2 cents; and over 2 cents . 
in value, and not exceeding 5, 1 cent per pound, and where the value 
exceeds 5 cents per pound the same a-s crucible cast-steel, which is 2. 
cents a pound where the value is over 5 and not over 9. Where the· 
>aJue is above 9 cents per pound, 2l cents per pound. 

I think the Senator from Ohio stated-! have not compared it ac-· 
curately-that he proposed to follow substantially the report of the· 
Tariff Commis ion, and I belie>e that he has substantially, though I 
have not looked into that carefully. This is what he has done, and what 
he asks the Senate to agree to. He proposes by striking out the lines. 
first mentioned as to Bessemer steel in his amendment of Friday night 
to make 45 per cent. ad valorem the rate upon all goods valued at les-s 
than 4 cents a pound, to do away with all distinction between the steel 
made by the Bessemer process and the crucible steel, which we ha>e
kept up and were told had to be kept up, because of the greater >alue· 
of crti.cible steel Yet now all distinction between them is done away 
with, and the proposition.: is to add to the taxation upon the steel made
by the Be....~emer process, valued between 2 to 5 cents; where we make 
the duty 1 cent a pound when valued at 4 and less than 5 cents, he· 
makes it 1 cent a pound more, or $22.40 a ton. I desire to be under
stood as to steel made by the Bessemer processes, lines 577 to 579 read~ 
in the Senate bill, ''exceeding 2 cents and not exceeding 5 cents per 
pound in value, 1 cent per pound." 

That is the bill as agreed upon in Committee of the Whole, and a&. 
agreed on in the Senate. Now, the Senator from Ohio proposes upon: 
all steel embraced in this class-

Above 4 cents a pound and not above 7 cents, 2 cents per pound.. 
Therefore his proposition is to add $22.40 a ton on all that class oi 

steel valued at over 4 and not over 5 cents a pound. That, I expect, 
embra-ces a large class of steel used in this country, or why the pro
posed change in classification? Yet we were told on Friday night that 
there was to be no increase on the lower grades by the amendment I 
have read the lines fixing 1 cent a pound on all these steels made by 
the Bessemer process as agreed to in Committee of the Whole and in 
the Senate. The Senator from Ohio has changed the classification. 
Why, I do not know, except to suit the iron masters. He has changed · 
it so as to put $22.40 a ton additional upon all that class of Bessemer
steel that is valued. not above 5 cents and above 4. Why that was done 
perhaps he can explain. 

What next does he do? The Senate bill in the lines that he last 
proposes to strike out as to crucible cast-steel, ingots, and these other
matters, makes this provision: 

Crucible cast-steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, &c., valued at!).. 
cents per pound or less, ll cents per pound. 

The Senator from Ohio promises whenever it is valued at over 4 cent..'l
to make that crucible steel pay 2 cents per pound, so that on that · 
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class of goods he adds $11.20 per ton; and on all that is valued between 
4 and 5 cents a pound by a change of classification, $22.40 per ton on 
the lower grades of Bessemer steel by striking out the lines he first 
proposed to strike out; and now by the lines he last proposes to strike 
>Out and the valuation that he puts and the tax he imposes $11.20 a ton 
.on all crucible steel >alued between 4 and 5 cents per pound. That 
is the next step. 

What next does he do? The Senate provided that upon all crucible 
.cast-steel valued at 5 cents and not above 9 cents per pound, the tax 
~hould be 2 cents per pound; valuedatabove9centsperpound, 2i-cents 
per pound. That is the maximum with only two classifications above 
.5 cents. What does the Senator from Ohio propose? On steel valued 
.at from 4 to 7 cents a pound, 2 cents a pound; from 7 to 11, 2i- cents a 
pound; and from 11 up, 3! cents a pound. 

I have shown that he has put $22.40 a ton by the change of classi
ficaiiqn on the lower grades of Bessemer steel; that he has put $11.20 a 
ton on the grades of crucible steel valued between 4 and 5 cents, and he 
now proposes to change the duty on that valued from 4 to 7 cents to 2 
.cents a pound, the Senate having placed it from 5 to 9 at 2 cents a pound, 
he proposes from 7 to 11 to fix the rate at 2i- cents a pound. In other 
words, he increases three-fourths of a cent a pound or $16.80 a ton upon 
.all that grade of steel valued at from 7 and not more than 9 cents a 
pound, and there is where another large importation is made, as you 
will see if you look at the tables. Sixteen dollars and eighty cents per 
ton over the Senate bill is proposed upon all steel with from 7 to 9 
.cents a pound, and then he makes a classification we have not made at 
all, because from 9 up we made all at 2i- cents, and he makes it from 7 
io 11, 2i cents; and from11 up, 3! cents. So that upon allsteel of all 
.sorts valued at above 9 cents a pound he adds $16.80 per ton. 

How many millions that adds to the taxes of this people I do not 
know. It is all done for the benefit of a very few establishments in 
Pittsburgh and elsewhere, whose owners confess that they drew this bill, 
.and who are now seeking to urge Senators to defeat it unless they add 
to its already onerous taxation all they want. It is the expectation of 
many people-! am not going to make any allusion to individual cases 
.and I would not have done so the .other night but for the fact that the 
S enator from Ohio lauded the provisions of the House bill-it is the be
lief of many well-advised people that these ironmasters are here in 
force. I know Mr. Oliverishere, forlhappened to see·him. I should 
like to give him another hearing before the Committee on Finance to 
know what this new departure means. The object of many of these 
people is to defeat the bill, as will be seen by Mr. Mather's telegram, 
.or force us to obey their orders_: 

I hope you will vote against passage of Senate tariff bill. It is betterto lE.t 
b oth Senate and House bills fail than to have such a tariff. 

Fifty per cent. is proposed to be added to all the steel not otherwise 
provided for, $22.40 a ton is to be added to all the lower grades of steel 
from 2 to 5 cents in value, $11.20 a ton is to be added to all crucible 
steel valued at between 4 and 5 cents, and $16.80 a ton is to be added to 
.all the higher grailes by this amendment. In other words, the bill is 
to be made just what the iron-masters desire, so that it can go to the 
House and be pru}Sed by the House at their dictation, without crossing a 
"t" or dotting an "i," and we shallhaveno tariff unless weconsentto 
that. The House bill is substantially abandoned, according to rumor, 
waiting to see how bad, or, if you please, how highly protective this 
bill can be made, in order to see if it can not be agreed to by the iron
masters there. 

I am not speaking about the motives of anybody, but a Senator can 
not go to the other end of the Capitol, can not go on the streets, can not 
go anywhere without being told that the very men who helped to pass 
this schedule in the way in which it is, giving something like decent 
relief to 50,000,000 consumers of iron andsteelinthiscountry, are now 
to be ordered by the iron-masters to take back all they have done and 
to impose a worse tariff on the people than even the existing law, or to 
.defeat this bill altogether, and the House is to withhold any further 
action upon its bill to wait and see how bad this tariff bill can be made 
by the Senate for the people, and how good it can be made for the capi
talists who have drafted all these provisions and who drew them. to 
-suit themselves, and have changed classification after classification in 
the most adroit way to prevent anybody from understanding what they 
have done, unless he makes careful calculations. I was astonished to 
bear the Senator from Ohio confess that this bill is to be beaten unlesS' 
they should have their way. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Ifthe Senator will yield to me fora moment, I ask 
leave to have an amendment to this bill printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The printing will be ordered. 
1\Ir. BECK. Let the amendment be read. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the proposed 

£ection 2503 and insert: 
That on and after the 1st day of July,18&3, and until the 1st day of July,1884, 

not more than 85 per aent. of the rates of duties which are now required under 
-the existing laws of the United States to be levied, collected, and paid on goodsJ 
wares, and merchandise imported into the United States shall be levied ana 
·t!Ollecte d or paid; and on and after the 1st day of .July, 1884, not more than 75 
per cent. of the rates of duties now required under tlle existing laws of the United 
.States to be levied, collected, and paid on goods, wares, and merchandise im
ported into the United States shall be levied and collected or paid. 

JI!Ir. BECK. That is a great deal better bill than we shall ever get 
if we do not adopt it. I will vote for it and be glad of the chance, 
though it would not work well in all regards. The people of the coun
try will save untold millions if that amendment should pass as a substi
tute for all this performance of hiding and dodging and putting in new 
specifications and qualifications and altering plain ad valorems to spe
cifics based upon ad valorems and all sorts of things that I do not be
lieve the Senator from Ohio or any other gentJ.eman with all the consid
enttion he can gi>e can tell the effect of. Here is a new classification 
again to be gone into to see how much more they can get out of the peo
ple. I hope that when the time comes there will be a yea-and-nay vote 
upon the proposition of the Senator from Alabama . 

Mr. McPHERSON. For one I hope there will be no disposition on 
the part of any Senator to defeat tariff legislation. The country has de
manded tariff revision, and so far as I am concerned we shall have tariff 
revision at thi! ession of Congress. 

I perhaps may be permitted to state here some facts with respect to 
this particular schedule, which every Senator knows has been less con
sidered by the Senate itself than almost any other schedule in the bill . 

The fact which I wish to be permitted to state from the Finance Com
mittee is this: We found the bill as reported from the Tariff Commis
sion very much confused. A sub-committee was appointed, represent
ing the most radical elements of the committee on both sides, resulting 
in an agreement. That agreement is found in the Senate bill substan
tially. For myself, I paid but little attention to it, believing as I did 
that a harmonjous arrangement had been reached, one that was both 
consistent and intelligent; and until the Senator from Ohio on Friday 
offered his amendments I was satisfied with the action the Senate had 
taken upon this schedule. Since the offering of the amendments I 
have become convinced-and I wish the Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber to hear me, and the Senators on this side of the Chamber 
to hear me-that in the arrangement by the committee and by the Sen
ate of this schedule we have reduced the rates lower than they ought 
to be. Iamsurethereductions have been too great, t.hattheyareout of 
proportion to the other parts of this bill. I believe the rates offered by 
the Senator from Ohio in his amendment are too high. I believe there is 
no excuse or justification for changing the classification; and if that Sena
tor will only think-! now address myself to him-he will see how 
much confusion he has created by bringing into the Senate Chamber a 
provision for a new classification, which I confess, with all the study I 
have been able to give it, aided by a gentleman considering himself to 
be an expert, I have been unable to satisfy my own mind as to how 
much or how little he changes by his amendment . 

Mr. SHF~MAN. Does my friend understand that the schedule I 
have offered is the precise schedule, word for word, debated for three 
weeks in the House and adopted there? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know what the House has done; I have 
not been there; I have not heard any debates in the House, and I care 
nothing about what the House has done; but, as I said before, I am 
sure-and I w~t to impress that forcibly upon every Senator on this 
side of the Chamber, for I believe there is a disposition here to pass a 
tariff bill-I am sure the rates in the bill are too low and we can not 
stand them. 

JI!Ir. MORGAN. The whole bill? 
Mr. McPHERSON. No; the metal schedule. I am addressing my

self particularly to that, and I wish to say to the Senator from Alabama 
that the present metal schedule is out of proportion. It is a reduction 
far greater than has been made on any other industry as we have it now 
fixed in the bill. Now I ask Senators on the other side and Senators 
on this side who are desirous of securing at this session of Congress 
tariff revision in answer to the demand the people have made on Con
gress to reduce taxation, to notice my proposition. We certainly have 
not the time now to undertake to go over the whole tariff again. With 
only a few days, I might say a few hours, left in which to make legis
lation affecting the tariff, and as our action must be considered by an
other branch of Congress entirely after we get through, we have not · 
time to make a radical disturbance now in the work we have proceeded 
with thus far. I propose, when the proper time comes and when the 
coast is clear, to offer an amendment, not to change the classification 
made in the Senate bill ; I propose to keep up the distinction we now 
make between the cruder qualities of steel and the crucible steel which 
has been retained in the Senate bill, and wisely retained. I propose to 
change it in this way; and I call the attention of Senators to pages 27 and 
28 of the last print of the bill. One change I propose to make on page 
28, line 576, is to make it read : 

Except the crucible process, and not exceeding in value 5 cents per pound, 40 
per cent. ad valorem: 

In other words, I strike out the classification of all below 5 cents 
and make that a classification by itself, and I retain the language after 
the word ''pound'' in line 579 : 

And all other such steel exceeding in value 5 cents per pound shall pay the 
rates of duty prescribed in this act for crucible cast-steel. 

I take the higher grade of crude steel as this bill proposes to do 
and place it above the crucible steel where it belongs as to rates. What 
is the effect of it? It throws out all these confusing classifications, 
and from my figuring the rates to-day upon these two classifications 
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mnge between 52 and 40 per cent. I make it all 40 per cent. It is a 
:reduction from the present tariff on some values. On some it is now 52 
per cent. and on others it runs down to 40. I change that and make 
1t all 40 ; no Senator can be confused a moment, for I ret..'ti.n the exist-
~1lg classification, and I show that I make a reduction. • 

Go further; turn to page 34. I do not propose to change the existing 
dassification of the Senate bill at all. Now, take line737. The Senate 
fixed the rate there at H cents per pound; I propose to make it 1f cents 
per pound. That is an increase on the Senate bill gf one-haJf of; cent 
a pound and it is a reduction on the existing tariff of one-half cent a 
pound. No Senator can fail to understand that. I go on to the grade 
valued at not above 9 cents per pound; I put 2l cents per pound duty. 
That is an increase ahovethe present rate in the Senate bill ofaquarter 
of a cent a 'pound, and it is a reduction of one-half a cent a pound from 
the existing rate. 

I go further. Valued at above 9 cents per pound tput the rate at 
3l cents a pound. That is an increase of haJf a cent a pound above 
the Senate bill and a decrease on these finer grades of steel of a quarter 
of a cent per pound from existing rates. 

I propose to make no change whatever in the dassification as seil 
forth in the Senate bill, but to raise the rates slightly above those pro
posed in the Senate bill and make a compromise between what I 
believe to be too low a rate as fixed in our bill and too high a rate as pro
posed by the Senator from Ohio. By this there is no confusion what
ever as to classifications; but a plain, simple statement capable of dem
onstration shows that it does reduce the rates and that the reduction 
corresponds with the reduction made on other industries. It is an in
crease above what we have already agreed on; but it is an increase by 
way of compromise. I think that the Senators on . both sides should 
accept it as an intelligent and proper compromise and a consistent one. 
Let us vote for it. Let us complete this bill and send it to the House 
of Representatives, so t-hat the House may take action upon it as 
promptly as it can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I promised to answer the inquiries of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but I see that he has been conning 
over the statu tehimself and probably has been enabled to answer himself. 
Is there any point on which he desires me now to answer any question 
in regard to the present tariff, or whether this is an increase or not? I 
do not wish to avoid giving information, and yet I dg not want to con
sume time unnecessarily. If the Senator is satisfied, I shall say noth
ing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I am not alone in saying that it is next to 
impossible, as I said on Saturday, for any one not an expert in this series 
of changes of classifications to make a comparison. I have been looking 
at the matter somewhat, but I can not tell just how much the Senator's 
amendment reduces or increases certain classes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish only to occupy enough time to answer the 
questions put to me and make myself understood, not for the purpose 
of repeating. . 

The present law in regard to steel is as follows: 
Steel in ingots, bars, coils, sheets, and st-eel wire, not less than one-fourth of 

one inch in diameter, valued at 7 cents per pound or less, 2cents a:nd one-fourth 
per pound. 

At the time that law was made there was no such thing known to 
commerce as a steel bloom, nor was a steel rod mentioned in the tariff
list. They were now here provided for. At that time the Bessemer proc
ess and the various processess mentioned in the previous sectiQn were 
unknown. At that time nearly all steel was formed as crucible, made 
in small pots, a very expensive article; but the revolutions made by the 
change in processes brought into the commercial world what are called 
steel blooms, which might be said to be steel pigs, blooms, castings of 
steel. They were not provided for in the law. When after Bessemer 
had made his discovery these steel blooms inlargemasseswerebrought 
into this country, the question came up in the custom-house as to what 
rate of duty should be charged upon them. Upon examination of the 
law it was found that nowhere were blooms named. Then they looked 
to the other classifications of the law and they found two, of which one 
was: 

All manufactures of steel, or of which steel shall be a component part, not 
otherwise provided for, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

After examination it was determined by the Treasury Department 
Lhat that rate should be put upon these blooms, and that rate was levied, 
rtntil finally it was contended by some sharp importer that these were 
not :rp.annfactures of steel, they were steel itself not otherwise provided 
for, and they claimed that these blooms came in under this classifica
tion: 

Steel in any form not otherwise provided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

If they were cla.sSified as steel described in the tariff as ingots they 
were 2l cents a. pound, which was probably on this class of steel over 
100 per cent. ad valorem; if classified as steel blooms, as manufactures 
of steel, they were subject to a duty of 45 per cent.; if classified as steel 
not otherwise enumerated they were put at 30 per cent. This confusion 
bas existed from that time to this, so that the courts and custom-house 

officers and the importers are in constant collision and contest over the 
tax on these goods when they are imported. 

The Senate would see, therefore, tha-t if the duty is placed at 45 per 
cent. on blooms, wj.th blooms already as they are to-day, I think, about 
$22 a ton, it makes something like between $9 and $10 per ton for 
blooms. If they are imported as steel under the general clause as steel 
in ingots the rate would be over $40 per ton; if importod under the rote 
of steel not otherwise provided for it would be $6.60 per ton. This un
certainty rests upon the whole business at this moment. 

When the Tariff Commission took up this subject they endeavored 
to classifY all the cheaper forms of steel into one grade, and to place 
upon that kind of steel a low rate of duty, so that the people might have 
tb,e benefit of cheap steel. This form of Bessemer steel not only includes 
steel rails, but includes iron fence, iron wire, and a multitude of articles 
which enter into daily use among all classes of people. Therefore the 
Tariff Commission, wishing to give to the people the benefit of this re
duction in the value and price of steel, put upon tliat form of steel a 
duty of six-tenths of 1 cent a pound, which is about $13 a ton; but the 
Committee on Finance did not understand the classification proposed, 
they did not understand why this low rate of duty should be applied 
only to an ingot or bloom weighing five hundred pounds or upward. 
It was said it could not be used in that form, that the ordinary black
smith or mechanic could not import and use the bloom in that form, 
but that it must go through the rolling-mill, and therefore that such 
aclassification was objectionable. Butthis was theonlywayin which 
the commission could separate the cheaper form of steel from the higher 
grades of steel, which were always in the form of small crucible cast
steel, ingots and the like, and in the smaller forms. 

Here was the difficulty: The Committee on Finance, not one of whom 
were experts in this business, undertook to revise the action of the 
Tariff Commission. We could not understand whattheymeantand we 
struck out the classification that they had arranged to separate the line 
between the two classes of steel. We reported the bill with the rateof 
duty standing at six-tenths of 1 cent on all steel under 2 cents and on 
other grades above that. The Senate, without debate, without knowl
edge of the difficulties of classification, upon the motion, I think, of the 
Senator from Kentucky, struck that down to five-tenths of 1 cent. If I 
am wrong about it the Senator from Kentucky will corre<;t me; but I 
think that orie of his numerous amendments to the iron schedule-if 
he did not somebody did-was to strike it down to one-half a cent. 

Thus steel which under the existing law was intended to be taxed at 
2! cents a pound was reduced toone-half of 1 cent a pound, and then a. 
higher rate was imposed on steel worth more than 2 cents a pound; but 
as all this cheaper form of steel, except that made by the Martin
Siemens process, comes mostly under 2 cents, and all of it under 4 cents 
a pound, it would cover nearly all the steel imported. A low rate of 
duty like this would close up every crucible and Bessemer-steel works 
in the country, and this valuable process of making steel would be 
driven out of our country. 

Do Senators understand what has been done in Committee of the 
Whole with the iron schedule? The Senn.tor from New Jersey has at 
last found out that the reductions were revolutionary. I h..we here n. 
table to show the nature, character, and extent of theSe reductions, and 
I amquitesurethatthe Senate, who nodoubtwilldeal wah this industry 
as they do with others, will see that, probably in ignorance, without 
full information, we have struck at these great industries a blow which 
we have not aimed at any other or pretended to aim at any other. Let 
us see. Iron ore we have reduced from 20 per cent. ad valorem to 50 
cents per ton, although under the old rate 500,000 tons were imported. 
Iron in pig we have reduced from $7 a ton to $6.50. Scrap-iron, gath
ered up all over the world, we reduced from a ton to $6.50; scrap· 
steel from 2} cents a pound to $6.50 a ton; steel blooms from 45 per cent. 
ad valorem to one-haifa cent a pound; othersteel from 2tand3} down to 
one-half of a cent and to 2 cents a pound. Iron railroad bar we have 
left the same; steel railroad bars we have reduced from $28 a ton to 
seven-tenths of a cent a pound, or $15.68 a ton. • 

Bar-iron we have reduced from 1 cent per pound, or $22.40 a ton, to 
$18 a ton, and on the second grade of them from $33. 60 a ton to $22. 
Round iron we have reduced from $28 a ton to $24.80. Plate iron we 
have reduced from $33.60 to $22.40 a ton. Tin-plate, which is the 
highest form of iron introduced into this country, we have actually 
reduced from $24.50 to $22.40, although its proper rate would be about 
$44.50. So with hoop-iron; so with other classes. The whole grade of 
cast-iron, of which there are thousands I may say, yes, millions of tons 
imported, we have reduced from $33.60 down to $22.40; fish-plates from 
2 cents a pound to 1! cents a pound; spikes and anvils from 2} cents to 
2 cents a pound; chains from 2~ and 3 cents down to 1l and 2 cents; 
circular saws from 35 per cent. to 30 per cent. ad valorem, and so on. I 
will not go through the list further. 

Now, is it right, is it just that tills industl-y, so large and so great, car· 
ried on mainly in the Middle States of New York, Pennsylvania., Ohio, 
and Illinois, representing a production of 300,000,000 per annum, 
should be unduly selected to strike at this fatal blow? The Senator 
from Kentuc1..ry- says that I was present when this was done. I did not 
consent to it; I resisted from the very initial point the reduction of duty 
on pig-irori; but, as a matter of collr!>e, when the Senate reduced thai 
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on the arguments which were presented here I felt disposed and, with 
the Senator from Georgia. [Mr. BROWN], I did join in making bar-iron 
stand on the same reL11tive footing, believing, however, that by showing 
the effect of this reduction we might cause a halt. But the Senate went 
on time after time upon the motions and votes of the enemies of this bill, 
and in the name of a revenue-tariff reform struck at the iron industry 
of the countryand carried these amendments one by one. Manyofthe 
amendments were carried by a close party vote, sometimes one or two 
Republicans voting with the Democrats, and this iron schedule was 
knocked into pi. Now, what should be done? · 

Mr. UcPHERSON. Will the Senator yield right there for a question? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I suppose the Senator has figured the result of 

his amendment. Will he inform me how much reduction his amend
ment is from existing tariff rates? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will, exactly. • 
Mr. McPHERSON. Andwillheatthesametimeinformmewhether 

that is in just comparison with the reductions made upon other indus-
~es? . 

?Jlr. SHERMAN. It is more than is made on other rates. Strange 
to say, it is more. I go back and repeat Roo-aiD., the rates on steel now 
are 2t cents a pound to 31 cents and 10 per cent. ad vnlorem added. I 
will again state the amendment I offer, which is not mine.. I clipped 
it out, as I said before, from the formal action of the only branch of this 
Government that has the right to originate a revenue bill. I took the 
benefit of their counsel and wisdom, and I found that they had reduced 
the rates of steel and they had carefully scrutinized, as I thought, the 
different grades and rates proposed and had made them harmonize with 
each other and harmonize with the general desire to red~ce taxation. 

The present duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem only applies to steel 
blooms, w bile all other forms of steel, however cheap they may be, are 
subject to the old tax of 2l cents a pound. .My amendment, or rather 
the House amendment, reduces all the cheaper forms of steel, whether 
made by the patent processes or by any other processes worth less than 
$88 a ton in the market, to an ad valorem of 45 per cent. .As to all 
these classes of steel it reduces the rate to the same rate that is now 
applied only to steel blooms; all are put at 45 per cent. This is an 
enormous reduction. .All the low grades of steel that come into the 
country pay to-day 2} cents a pound, except only steel in blooms. This 
bill proposes to put all forms of the steel worth less than 4 cents a pound 
at the low rate of duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

11r. HAWLEY. ""When the Senator says "this bill" he means his 
amendment? 

?Jlr. SHERMAN. Yes, my amendment. lam speaking of the clause 
uken from the Hou.Se bill and offered as an amendment. Here is an 

. enormous reduction. On every item of the schedule, and we retain the 
old schedule, there is a reduction from the existing law of one-half of a 
cent a pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. The proposition I submit 
throws off the 10 per cent. ad valorem, and the Senate will see that on 
all the grades of steel that are here enumerated there is a reduction . 
below the present rates. 

I say now without fear of contradiction that taking the whole sched
ule together there is a reduction proposed by my amendment of from 
10 to 20 per cent. ad valorem; not 10 to 20 per cent. on the amount of 
goods imported., but 10 to 20 per cent. of the amount of duties now raised. 
The Se11ate will see that is a quarter of a cent from each of the grades 
above the lower grades, though the great reduction is in putting an ad 
valorem duty of 45 per cent. on all steel worth less than 4 cents a pound. 

The Senate now, which is in a considerate mood, certainly can have no 
interest in the world to do injustice to any section. We haye in this 
bill protected every interest of every section of the country whenever 
demanded. We have given to whisky over 100 per cent. protection. 
We have given to tobaccoover100per cent. protection, and we increased 
this largely at the demand of the Senator from Kentucky. We have 
provided for every interest. We have increased thedutyoncottonmanu
factures where the Senator from Rhode Island thought it important and 
essential to do so. We have increased in some cases the duties on wool. 
We have provided for the lead-pencils, the :files, and all the little indus
tries that were presented to us, upon the principle that we ought to live 
and let live. We have done this without respect to locality. 

I, like the Senator from Illinois, have voted for every proposition 
that has been here offered and sustained by reasonable argument, to 
protect any industry, grea.t or small, however insignificant it may be. 
We provided for the buttons, the thread, and all forms of industry 
of that kind. We have been careful not to unduly reduce the rates 
on any article where a Senator rose in his place· and gave good rea
son why it ought not to be reduced. We have cared for the rice in the 
South cultivated by negro labor, and I voted for it because I did not 
want to reduce the opportunity of those people to earn a livelihood. In 
every respect, in every question that ha-s been presented to the Sen
ate, I have voted for that provision which would protect the 1'llbor of 
any portion of the people of this country. Yet now, when we ask you 
not to strike down this industry, which I may say is the center or foun
dation of the manufacturing industries of the Middle States, our voice 
is not heeded. We are not represented in this body according to our 
population. We are in the House. The four States, New York, Penn-

sylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, and, I might add, Virginia as well, whose 
interests were sacrificed in the first vote on this metaJ. schedule, have 
not Senators here in proportion to their numbers. 

Therefore I have a right to ask the other Senators from States that 
ha..-e been protected by the provision of this bill not to sacrifice the in
terests of these States, especially here in this body, where equal repre
sentation of numbers does not prevail. .All I desire is that no injustice 
be done to any section, that no criticism be made of the action of any 
Senator, but that the same rule be. applied to the industry of iron and 
steel as to cotton or wool. I have no personal interest in either, and 
care only to deal fairly and equally with all of the industries of my 
country. I say that from one cause or another this industry has been 
unduly dealt with. The Senator from New Jersey himself has at last 
found it out, and if there can be a fair and reasonable readjustment of 
the metallic schedule upon a basis of a reduction of about what is made 
on other articles, I should be very willing to vote for it. 

1\fr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio bear with me just 
there for a moment? The reductions that I propose to make, if the 
Senator from Ohiowould be so kind astowithdrawhisamendmentand 
allow me to press niine, would be a reduction on some grades of about 
half a cent a pound. It is an increase above the present bill of a quarter 
of a cent a pound upon the crucible cast-steel. 

lli. SHERl\IAN . . I do not think the present bill is a test or guide 
at all. 

1\lr. McPHERSON. It is a decrease from existing rates upon the 
lower grades of steel from 52 per cent., the same grades running down 
from that to 40, placing them all at 40. Therefore, the classification 
having been retained, there is no confusion in my amendment as to classi
fication; every Senator can see it is a reduction, and every Senator can 
see it is an advance beyond the present bill, which I believe to be too low. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will discuss ~he Senator's proposition now, al
though it will come up more properly when in order to put it. Instead 
of 45 per cent. on steel worth less than 4 cents a pound, he proposes to 
make the limit 5 cents. It is not at all necessary to make it 5, be
cause all say that all the forms of steel such as we are dealing with now 
in the first clause of the schedule would come in under 4 cents, and that 
nearly all of them will · come in under 2 cents. Therefore when you 
get above the range of 4 cents you enter upon the article of crucible 
steel, which is much more valuable. Let me answer further. Why 
reduce it to 40 per cent.? Why not 45 per cent.? At 45 per cent. there 
is a large reduction upon the present duty. Why reduce it more? 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will bear with me, he at the 
same time changes his classification. He asked me why I make it 5 
cents. In turn, I might ask him why he makes it 4 cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer you. 
Mr. 1\IcPHERSO~. I have continued it at 5 cents because the pres- · 

ent law makes it 5 cents. 
11r. SHERl\lAN. I beg pardon. 
1\fr. McPHERSON. The Senate bill makes it 5 cents. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The pre..c:;ent law does not make it 5 cents, it makes 

it 7 cents. At the time when the law was passed there was very lit
tle steel of less value imported. Here is the trouble. Forty-five per 
cent. is a large reduction.. That is admitted on all hands. Now I hope 
Senators will see that as the 45 per cent. now only applies to steel in 
blooms, one single kind of steel, 45 per cent. is now extended to apply 
to all the other cheap forms of steel under 4 cents. -

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him a 
question? · 

1\lr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator if the rate of 45 per cent. proposed -

by him is not an increase of about 50 per cent. on the duty now charged 
on the rods out of which wire fence is made? 

lli. SHERl\fA.N. That is in a specific clause, but not included in 
this, I think. 

1\fr. PLUMB. It does not affect that? 
Mr. SHERl\IAN. This does not affect it. I do not know whether 

the bill does or not. I think there is a special rate for that. I do not 
know what it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is not that affected by your proposition? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. [To Mr. MORRILL.] Is it? 
1\lr. MORRILL. No. 
11r. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont says it is not. 
11r. PLUMB. I am not speaking of this particular amendment. I 

am speaking generally of the amendments offered by the Senator from 
Ohio to this schedule. 

lli. 1\IORRILL. It will not be if the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Iowa shall be accepted by the Senator from Ohio, and the 
Senator from Ohio offers to accept it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I had reference to the Tariff Commission report, 

and not to the existing law. · 
Mr. SHER!IIAN. I thought the Senator was mistaken. The Sen

ator asked me why I take 4 cents. I take that, fi.rst, because 4 cents 
would include all the cheaper forms of steel; and I take it because the 
House of Represent.11tives have adopted that value as the line between 
specific and ad. valorem rates. The amendment I offer :fixes specific-
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rates on all steel valued above 4 cents. I have kept the old classifica
tion under the old law, which has been construed over and over again, 
.and have reduced the rate on every one of them one-quarter to one-half 
a cent, which is more than 10 per cent. of the amount of duty levied 
under those classifications. 

It seems to me that this proposition has the advantage over the pro-p
()Sition of the Senator from New Jersey in this, that it has already been 
eonsidered in all its forms. _His would have to be debated over again 
.and studied. Nothingis mored.iff\cultfor any Senator not experienced 
in these mechanical employments or trades, not familiar with the differ
-ent grades of iron and steel, and all the technical terms applied in their 
manufacture and use, in a deliberative body like this, composed of law
yers, to deal with this question. Therefore, when the Tariff Commission 
reported I preferred fu take their report, and I would prefer to take it 
to-day. Now, when we can fall baek upon the well-considered action 
<>f the House of Representatives, I prefer to take their action rather 
than to take the crude suggestions that may now be offered by any 
single Senator, whose opinion in· other matters might be entitled to the 
highest consideration. . 

If this amendment is adopted there will be a reduction of duties on 
.all forms of steel. I intend, then, if I can, to persuade the Senate if 
possible to make some reasonable changes in regard to the iron schedule 
that would have no connection with this a.mendment at all. I hope in 
that way we may have a bill that will be satisfactory to our people and 
satisfaetory to the wht>le country. ' · 

Mr. COKE. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio if the action of 
the House to which he refers is not practically the same with that pro
posed by the Tariff Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The proposition I make. 
Mr. COKE. On the metal schedule? 
Mr. SHE.RMAN. No; itismuchlowerthantheTarifl'Commission, 

.as I believe. 
Mr. COKE. Are not the classifications the same? 
Mr. SHERMAN. No, the classifications are not the same. The 

'Tariff Commission reported a classification based upon the size of the 
ingot. Under the Tariff Commission classification no steel except an 
ingot or bloom weighing over five hundred pounds and of certain di
mensions had the benefit of the lower rate, while this proposition gives 
to ail kinds of steel worth less than 4 cents per pound the reduction to 
the ad valorem rate; and on account of the great fall in the price of steel 
the ad valorem rate js a much less rate than the specific rate under the 
.old prices. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, one question that I desired to ask 
the Senator from Ohio has been answered just now. I did not quite 
hear distinctly. I believe he was asked whether this is below the Tariff 
Commission report. · 

Mr. SHERUAN. Oh, I am quite sure of that. Let me say now, as 
I do not wish to be here misrepresented about this matter, that is upon 
the assumption that steel blooms are worth to-day $22 per ton. The 
Senator will see that six-tenths of a cent a pound would be considerably 
more than 45 per cent. ad valorem. It would depend entirely upon the 
price of the blooms. 

1\fr. HAWLEY. Of course no Senator expects so complex a bill as 
this to be precisely what he prefers in r(\,o-ard to every detail, even in 
those matters affecting his own locality. I am sure that! have repeat
edly voted for changes in the tariff bill that would seem superficially to 
be against my local interest; but I understand perfectly well that what 
is one man's meat is another man's poison; that what is one man's raw 
material is another man's manufaetured article; and that if we are un
dertaking anything like a general system of protection, or if we are to 
.carry out in raising a revenue in this way the general idea of protection, 
we have got to consider the whole country as one State. I say I have 
:repeatedly voted for what apparently was against my local interest, and 
I am quite ready to do so again. I understand perfectly well, and did 
when I made my few rema~ks on Saturday, that running over the bill 
as we did it was quite possible that we should make the steps of un
equal height, and that some subsequent gradation might be entirely 
proper. I am in general satisfied with the suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio, and I do not think he can be reproached with increasing the 
duty. Certainly I am quite willing to vote for it. 

1\:l:r. MORRILL. .Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky avows 
his willingness to report this bill at once, so that it may go to the House. 
I wish to say to the Senator from Kentucky that he probably has 
spoken one hundred lines to my one in relation to this tariff. So far 
as I have been concerned, I have been quite content to have a vote 
upon any question after it was fully understood by the Senate, and 
have not intended either in the beginning, middle, or end of the dis
-cussion to procrastinate the debate by repeating the same facts and argu
ments over and over 3.oaain. 

I regret that the Senator from Kentucky is so reluctant to believe 
that there can be any good faith on the side of those who are in favor 
()f protection or in favor of American manufactures. I almost believe 
that he is as ready as John Randolph said he was to go a mile to kick 
a sheep. I do not know but what if he were the only witness to see 
a commmrist throwing petroleum upon a manufactory he would for
get it before the next moming, r efusing to be a witness in nny such case. 

I desire to appeal to the good sense, however, of the Senator from 
Kentucky, that as he knows that if this bill is to be passed at all or if 
any bill is to pass, the present bill will be the basis of the law that will 
be enacted, therefore it is quite important that -if there are any defects, 
any examples of gross injustice, they should be rectified here. I merely 
wish to have Senators state the facts about anything and have a vote 
upon it without much more consumption of time. 

In relation to this matter of steel it was presented and informally con
sidered by the Committee on Finance. The Senator from Kentucky 
was present only a part of the time. When the subject was there con
sidered even the Senator from Debware [M:r. BAYARD] admitted it 
was a great improvement upon the propositions that were proposed to 
be stricken out by the Senator from Ohio. 

So fhr as steel is concerned that is valued below 4 cents a pound, it is 
a large reduction from the existing law. Steel under 7. cents a pound 
is subject to a duty of 2!- cents a pound, and this would be a very large 
reduction. Then when you go above 7 cents and up to 11 cents the 
present duty is 3 cents a pound, and it is proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio to make that 21 cents, nnd above that to make it 3} cents, with
out the present addition of 10 per cent. ad valorem. I understood the 
Senator from Ohio to be willing to make that 31- cents, and I so stated 
in private conversation to Senators on the other side. If the Senator 
from Ohio will consent to make the last provision 3} cents there will 
be a reduction of one-quarter of a cent a pound and 10 per cent. ad 
valorem. Then in relation to the subsequent proviso about unenu
merated steel, I would suggest as a fair compromise the recommenda
tion of the Tariff Commission, and that was 3 cents a pound. That 
would be, if not a reduction, no more than the present rate, and on the 
whole a real reduction of existing rates would be effected. 

.Mr. President, I only hope that we will not debate this single ques
tion all day, but that we may have a vote upon it. 

Mr. BECK. 1\fr. President, theSenatorfrom Vermont is correct , !sup
pose, in saying that I have spoken more than he has since the consider
ation of this bill began ; but I think he will say that since the bill came 
before the Senate with the amendments made as in Committ ee of the 
Whole, and has been considered by the Senate, I have offered no amend
ments except to correct one or two manifest errors, and that I have been 
pressingall thetimetogetthebill totheotherHouse. Butwhenasched
ule has been considered for a month the wrongs, ·if any, in which were 
developed and fully discussed before the Committee of the Whole, and it 
has been agreed to in the Senate, and it is now sought to overthrow all 
that was done, I am to be grumbled at if I am not again silent when a 
large increase of taxation is sought to be imposed, and changes of speci
:fications and classifications to conceal the facts are made, I am to be told 
again that I am an obstructionist and that the things now in the bill 
were inserted by me against the will of the Senate. That sort of stuff 
issimplyabsurd. I desireandintendalwaystoputmyselfright. The 
Senator from Ohio himself indorsed what is now in this bill, and when 
he says I made the motion and reduced the taxes in these paragraphs I 
want to have the REOORD read and the facts stated correctly. 

Mr. SHERl\IAN. The Senator is certainly mistaken. When the 
metal schedule was read, the very first moment I could get the floor I 
moved to amend it, and continued moving to amend it. The Senator 
is certainly mistaken about that . Of course it was reported by my con
sent from tlie committee. 

Mr. BECK. I will read the RECORD. When the proposition that the 
Senator from Ohio now seeks to strike out, as to steel ingots, cogged 
ingots, blooms, billets, slabs, and so on, valued at not exceeding 2 cents 
a pound, six-tenths ofl cent a pound, was read and came to be consid
ered on the 25th of January, page 25of the RECORD, the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoKE} inquired of me. what wa the effect of the amend
ment. The Senator from Rhode Island [1\fr. ALDRICH] had explained 
it, and I said it was an improvement upon the present condition, that 
we had struck out a great many objectionable words, that it would be 
very difficult to understand all tha.t was proposed about weighing over 
five hundred pounds or weighing under:fivehund:redpounds. I closed 
my remarks as follows: 

1\Ir. BECK. I was about to say that the word " billets," an article which is more 
valuable than the slabs and blooms, is also added in the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, which was not embraced in the low ~rade provided for in the 
committee's bill, and as billets are a very important article of the higher rate of 
value, worth more than either blooms or slabs, in that regard the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island is much more va.lua.ble than the committee's bill. 
So far as I am advised, on looking at it pretty carefully, I am inclined to think 
that it is a good amendment , and I shall vote for i t. 

So I was content: 
1\Ir. BRoWN. I move, in place of the amendment which is proposed by the Se s!l 

a tor from Rhode Island, in line 524, to strike out "six," before " t enths," and to 
insert " five," making the rate "five-tenths of 1 cent per pound." 

Thatwas the motion of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWN] , who 
proceeded to say: 

st!=~~:f:riff~~\~~ ~~:t ~~~~~f x1~~c:e ~~ ~~~r~~7ej_Dwi~~~~~d 
deal of unanimity to-day to place on all steel scra p and all iron scrap that is not 
more than 2 feet long a duty of $6 per ton; and I suppose if it is 18 incl1es thick 
it would not make any difference so that it does not exceed 2 feet in length. It 
does not matter bow fine it is or what the value of it is; we put it at S6 per ton. 
If that be a correct principle, then there is no reason why we should put the in
gots that are mentioned here which are worth onlyabout three or four dollars a ton 
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more, or even not S2a ton more than some of this scmp is, at a little over double 
the rate. Six-tenths of 1 cent, I believe, makesS13.44 per ton. We fix pig-iron at 
$6 per ton, and steel scrap and wrought scrap at $6per ton. Then I think about 
&0 or Sl2 a ton is surely high enough for these ingots and for the class of steel 
that is mentioned in this particular paragraph. 

I therefore move as a substitute for the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island to strike out "six" and insert" five," making the duty five
tenths of 1 cent. per pound. 

The PREsiDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia moves to amend the para
graph proposed to be stricken out. 

The amendment will be rend. 
The PR.l:NCIPAL LEGISLATIVEl CLERK. In line 524, after the word" process," it 

is ~reposed to strike out "six-tenths'' and insert "five-tenths;" so as to read: 
• Five-tenths of 1 cent per pound." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'l'be question is on agreeing to the amendment pro

posed by the Senator from Georgia. 
1\Ir. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Georgia to move to amend the 

amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island by striking out "six-tenths" and 
inserting" five-tenths" in his proposition. 

Mr. BROWN. No; I move to amend by striking out" six-tenths" in the text. 
l move it rather as a. substitute for the proposition of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. I care not in what shape we get a tit so as to reach the point. I am will
ing to wait until the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island is voted on, 
and will give notice of my amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am rather inclined to join the Senator from Georgia. I think 
perhaps we have made too great a distinction between pig-iron and the lower 
forms of Bessemer steel. 

1\Ir. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. You can remedy that by raising the duty on 
pig-iron. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. We can remedy it in some way, and the Senator from Georgia 
suggests a very good way. I suggest that he move his amendment to the amend
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SHERM.AN. I think that would be better. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that my amendment be voted on, and if it is adopted 

the Senator can move his amendment to that. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Would that be in order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It will have to be moved now before the amendment of the Sen

ator from Rhode Island is voted on. It would not be in order afterward. 
Mr. BROWN. I desire to offer the amendment now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Senator from Georgia 

to move to amend the text or to move to amend the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BROWN. My proposition was to amend the text. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood the Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. BRO'\\;N. I did not notice carefully the proposition of the Senator from 

Rhode Island. 
Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator from Georgia will accomplish his purpose 

if he moves to amend the amendment of 1he Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island be reported 

again. 
Mr. MORRILL. It includes the lower class articles. 
The PREsiDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island 

will be a.,o-ain read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read 1\Ir. ALDRICH's amendment. 
?tlr. BROWN. I move to strike out "~ix-tenths '' and insert" five-tenths." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia now moves to amend the 

amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island by striking out the word "six
tenths" where it first ocours and inserting "five-tenths." 

1\Ir. BROWN. And where the rate is 1.2 cents per pound I move to strike out 
"two-tenths" and to leave it "1 cent." 

?tlr. 1\IORRILL. I ask for a division of the question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division is asked for. The question will be taken 

first on the proposal of the amendment to strike out where it first occurs "six
tenths" and insert "five-tenths." 

It will thus be seen that the paragraph now so much complained of 
was moved and voted on and agreed to without a dissenting voice, the 
Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Ohio both taking part in the 
debate on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [lli. BROWN]. 
It was made with the consent, at least, of the Senator from Ohio who 
now denounces it, and in a few minutes afterward he made a speech 
which I read from the other night in which he said he joined his friend 
from Georgia in reducing these things, because the rates we were then 
seeking to place them at were 1'ight; and all we have since done in 
re.:,oard to pig-iron has been only to make it 50 cents a ton more than 
it was then. Yet this morning the Senate is told that I as an obstruc
tionist did introduce and ·amend the bill so that it was not fit to be sent 
to the House. Every one of these amendments met the sanction of the 
Senator from Ohio so far as I know. So much for his reckless assertions 
in regard to my action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will do me the justice to say, if he 
will allow me to interrupt him, that I voted with the Senator from 
Georgia on the amendment avowedly, and stating at the time that I 
voted for it in order to put these different grades in harmony with the 
vote already taken by the Senate. I stated that that was my purpose, 
.and that if I could ever get the duty on pig-iron restored I would be 
very glad to restore these duties. 

Mr. BECK. The only change now made in pig-iron is 50 cents a 
ton, and yet the Senator is seeking to put $22.40 a ton and $16.80 per 
ton increase of duty on many classes of Bessemer and crucible steel by 
a change of classification from 4 cents to 7 cents and from 7 cents to 11 
cents and from 11 cents up above the committee's rate. 

More than that, to show that what was done was done with perfect 
consideration I tum to the House proceedings which have been spoken 
of so much. Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana, in the House sought to make 
the duty three-tenths of 1 cent, and read a letter from Indianapolis 
signed by Aquilla Jones, president of the Indianapolis Rolling-Mill 
Company, addressed to Hon. W. H. CALKINS, as follows : 

ll'"DIANAPOLIS, ll.-n., January 29, 1833. 
Sm: The bill now before your House fixes the tariff on· steel blooms at about 

five-tenths. I desire to impress upon you and the Indiana delegation that roll
ing-mills throughout the country, except the Bessemer·steel works, can not live 
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on a duty on this class of steel exceeding three-tenths. To put it higher than 
this is absolute ruin to the smaller mills in this country. 

AQUILLA .TONES, 
President of Indianapolis Rolling-MiU Compa'Tiy. 

Hon. W. H. CALKINs. 
Bringing it down to three-tenths instead of five-tenths, and one of 

the immediate colleaguesoftheSenatorfrom Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], 
after discussion moved to make it four-tenths, and the House did make 
it four-tenths, or 2.20 a ton lower than we have done now. Then a 
Representative from Kansas [1\fr. HASKELL] modified his amendment 
so as to strike out four-tenths and insert 45 per cent. ad valorem, say
ing that was about the equivalent of four-tenths. It will be seen that 
this effort now to make a great increase after what has taken place in 
both Houses is an after-thought brought about in order to upset the 
schedule which was adopted with the sanction, certainly not with any 
opposition from the Senator from Ohio. · 

What I protest against is undoing all that has been done merely be
cause a change has come over his mind and the mind of the chairman 
of the committee, when the chairman of the committee announced 
that the committee had reconsidered this subject and made these modi
fications, and referred to the Senator from Delaware who is now ab
sent as agreeing with him, about which I know nothing, and said that 
I was only there a part of the time last Saturday morning when they 
thought fit to meet. Air. President, when the amendment was sought 
to be referred in the Senate Friday night I objected to the reference, 
and it was not referred to that -committee. The amendment was not; 
before it. I had no right to be at a private conference about it, and 
they had no right to decide as a committee upon it, .because the Senate 
positively refused on my objection to allow it to be sent to them on 
Friday night, as the RECORD will show. Of course I was not in con
sultation about it, except to go into the room and say, when asked to 
take part, that I protested against the committee or any body of men 
assuming to be a committee acting upon what the Senate had refused 
to refer to them. I consulted the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR
RIS], and he advised me that he was not advised that they were going 
to meet, and he was not there either. 

I have great respect for the opinions of the Senator from Delaware. 
If he were here he would speak for himself. I do not believe if the Sen
ator from Delaware were here and saw the effect of this amendment, 
saw that it was an increase of 50 per cent. upon all the manufactures 
of steel not otherwise enumerated, that he would sanction the increase 
for a moment, because he never has \Oted to increase anything beyond 
the provisions of the present law so far as I recollect. He has stated on 
this floor, and has stated in committee time and again, that he would 
not in any changes of clas.cU:fi.cation of these steel goods add to the rate 
in the present law; therefore I do not believe the Senator from Dela
ware would vote for it. But I am not speaking for him; I do not care 
whether he would or not; nor do I care what h~ agreed to. I repeat, 
when I am referred to as being absent from the committee when that 
was considered, there was nothing before the committee which it had a 
right to consider, as on the floor of the Senate the rught before I had ob
jected to their undertaking to consider it; it never was before the com
mittee in any proper sense. Therefore the chairman might as well have 
left that part of his attack on me out of his speech. 

I have been in committee when it was in regular session I believe as 
regularly as any member of the committee on either side whenever there 
was any subject before it. From the 5th of December to the lOth of Jan
nary, until the bill was reported, I believe I was there every day; and 
from the time it came into the Senate I have been in my seat every 
day and every night, and I have endeavored to perfect the bill as well 
as I could; and whenever I am told on the floor of the Senate that upon 
these things I have been obstructive or that I have been destructive I 
appeal to the records to show that these changes were not only not 
made on my motion, but that they were made with the cordial acquies
cence of the Senator from Ohio himself. In the lower House it was 
voted even to a lower rate than it is now on the motion of a Represent
ative from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, and then was placed at 45 per 
cent. ad valorem on the motion of a Representative from Kansas upon 
the ground that it was the equivalent of four-tenths, and it was con
tended by a Republican leader that it ought to be reduced to three
tenths on telegrams from Indianapolis. I refer to Mr. CALKINS, one of 
the ablest Representatives from the State of Indirula. 

1\Ir. McPHERSON. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. If Senators will look at the last print of the 
bill and refer to it they will see exactlywhat I propose to do. 

The ACTIKG SECRETARY. In line 576 it is proposed to strike out 
" 2 " and insert "5 "--

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will have to look at the printed amend
ment. I transfer that amendment to another place, and the Senator's 
amendment would not be germane and proper. If the Senator will go to 
the desk he can putitinatthe proper place. The modification striking 
out the limitation of five hundred pounds has been mB.de. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 576, to strike out 
"2" and insert "5;" to strike out all after the word "pound," in line 
577, and all of line 578 to and including the word "pound" in line579; 
and, after the word "pound," in line 579, to insert "40 per cent. ad 
valorem.'' 
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:Mr. McPHERSON. So that the clause will then read: 
Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, billets, and slabs, made by the Bessemer, 

pneumatic, Thomas-Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-1\Iartin, open-hearth, or by any 
other process except the crucible proce , and not exceeding in value 5 cents per 
pound, 40 per cent. ad vu.lorem. 

Retaining the remainder of that clause, n.s followi: 
An d o.ll such steel exceeding in value 5 cents per pound hall pay the rates of 

duty presm·ibed in this act fo1· crucible cast-steel. 

Doing away with the 2-cent classification and putting all below 5 
cents in one clas&fication at 40 per cent. ad \alorem. Now go on. 

The.A.cn:saSECRETARY. It is further proposed, in line 727, to strike 
out ''and one-half'' and insert ''three-fourths; '' in line 738, after 

. '' 2; '' insert ''and one-fourth;'' and in line 739, strike out ' 2i '' and 
insert " 3}. " 

·The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment made a in Com
mittee of the Whole from line 573 to line 581, inclusi\e, w-as agreed to 
by the Senate. The Senator can not go back and amend that now. 

:Mr. MORGAN. Is it not part of the amendment to strikeout what 
has been agreed to? 

:Mr. HARRIS. The first proposition of the Senator from Ohio, if I 
remember aright, w-as to strike out that clause which had been inserted 
with one additional clause, but I think he subsequently modified his 
amendment and proposed to strike outfrom line 725 to line 740 and in
sert the proposition now before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Butinthatconne~onithinkit w-as tated thathe 
would go back to the clause from line 725 to line 743 and strike that 
portion out. . 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio can explain exactly what po
sition the amendment is in .. 

J.Ir. :MORGAN. That was put in after \ery serious objection on the 
part of some Senators on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, and now 
he proposes, after he has stricken out from line 776, &c., to go ba,ck to 
that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is another question. • 
Mr. MORGAN. I understand the Chair to rule that the motion to 

strike out that portion of the text is in order now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To strikeoutwhat was agreed to by 

the Senate is not in order. The Senator from New Jersey moves to 
strike out '' 2 '' and insert '' 5 '' and so on in the clause from line 573 to 
581, which was inserted by the Committee of the Whole and agreed to 
by the Senate. "That is not in order. 
• Mr. MORGAN. I am sure the Chair's ruling is correct upon that. 
That ruling would cnt us off from the benefit of striking out of this bill 
from line 573 to line 581 inclusi\e. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; because that is part of the 
text. · · 

Mr. IIA.RRIS. When the Senator from Ohio first o:fferedhisamend
Jllilnt-for his first amendment was to strike out only that part which 
had been inserted-the Chair ruled that that was not in order. The 
Senator from Ohio then mo\ed to strike out the part which had been 
inserted, with lines 582 and 5 3 in addition. The Chair ruled, and, 
as I think, properly ruled, that that motion was in order because it in
cluded part of the text, which was a different propo ition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But afterward--
Mr. HARRIS. Afterward the Senator from Ohio transferred his 

amendment, and I understand his amendment now to be to strike out 
from line 725 to line 740, inclusi\e, and insert the proposition that he 
ha,s sent to· the desk. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is it. 
1\fr. HARRIS. There is now no amendment pending proposing to 

strike out line 776 or any part of that paragraph. 
Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. 
Mr. ALLISON. I want to suggest to the Senator from New Jersey 

that he can accomplish his object by moving an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is exactly what I was doing. 
J.fr. ALLISO~. I know; but it can be done without so much cir

cumlocution. What I understand practica;tiy to be the view of the Sen
a-tor from New Jersey is to raise the limitation from 4 cents to 5 cents 
per :pound, and reduce the ad valorem from 45 to 40 per cent. That is 
it in substance. 

Mr. HOA..n. The Senator can do that by amending the text, which 
it is in order to perfect before the motion of the Senator from Ohio is 
taken, or as a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ile can not go back and strike out 
what the Senate has agreed to. 

1\fr. ALLISON. The practical effect of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Jersey new is, where the Senator from Ohio pro
poses 4 cents a pound to make that 5 cents, and where the ad valorem 
is 45 per cent. to reduce it to 40 per cent. The amendment of the Sen
ator ft'om New Jersey is substantially the proposition of the Senator 
from 0 hlo wi tb these exceptions. AI though it makes a difference between 
crucible and other steel, yet the value of 5 cents a pound is inserted, 
it makes no difference by what process the steel is made, whether by 

·the crucible process or any other process. 
~Ir. MORG N. On last Friday I thought this bill was about ready 

to go to the other House, about ready to be engrossed for a third read
ing. There was no Senator on this side, as I am informed, who desired 
to bring forward any radical amendment to the bill, and all that was 
expected to be done w-as to make some efforts to cure apparent defectS. 
in the bill. It was understood then that the principle of the bill, the 
arrangement of the ~·uiff, had been practically agreed upon by the Sen
ate. Some Senators on this sido had expressed their intention to \Ote 
for the bill because it looked in the right direction, and not because
they appro\ed of all or e\cn of most of its provisions. The Senator 
from Ohio [l\Ir. SrrER1.Ll...'\] 1 however, was not satisfied with the bill, 
and has not been from the beginning upon this particular schedule. 
He seems to be determined to press his wishes upon the Senate for the 
entire reformation of so much of this chedule of metals as he thinks 
affects certain interests in his part of the country which he wishes to. 
protect. The Senator has set about to amend line 569 to 572 by strik
ing out the textofthe bill, including in connection tht:rewithanamend
ment which repeated the same text in precisely the same words and went 
on to add other provisions which he desired to have put into the bill. 

Now, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] comes in after 
the Senator from Ohio has again modified hisamendmentandcausedit. 
to apply now between lines 725 to 7 46, and the Senator from New J er
sey offers a proposition further to amend the amendment of the Sen
ator from Ohio. 

It is almost a matter of impossibility for any Senator here who is not 
a thorough expert in the distinctions and classifications and different 
descriptions of iron and steel to keep up with this medley of changes 
and rearrangements which it is proposed shall go on here and find its 
results in this bill. .After we have adopted the amendment of the Sen
ator from New Jersey and then the amendments of the Senator from 
Ohio, and have remodeled the bill so as to meet the new difficulties, it 
will be found that there are still other difficulties in this bill which, as 
I think, will be troublesome to handle. It occurs to me-I may be in 
error about it-that the i,ncrease in line 801 to 803 of the ad valo
rem duty upon ''steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act," that being the basket clause of this section of the bill, an increase
of the ad valorem duty from 30 to 40 per cent., brings the bill into con
flict with that part of it on page 41, which reads as follows: 

1\Ianufa-ctures, article , or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, composed wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, lead, nickel, pewter, 
tin, zinc, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, and whether partly or
wholly manufactured, 35per cent. ad valorem. 

All the important machines that we use in the South, particularly 
those that arc employed in spinning cotton, have quite a considerable
quantity of steel in them. Indeed, I doubt if there are many machines 
of an important class made in the United States now, or that are im
ported, that do not use quite a. quantity of steeL According to the 
Sena,tor's amendment, steel not speciaJ.ly enumerated or :provided for 
in this act will be at 40 per cent. ad valorem. Therefore, it seems to 
me, -we hould find under the head of manufactures any machine with 
steel in it, at least. The steel in that machine would be taxed at the 
rate of 40 per cent. ad valorem, instead of 35 per cent. as is provided 
on page 41, from line 907 to line 911. The only request that the South 
has made upon the subject of the steel and iron tariff.--

J.fr. SHERMAN. If I do not interrupt the Senator-! do not think 
it will hurt his argument-I desire to suggest that the distinctions made 
in the tariff classification between steel and the manufactures of steel 
is very marked. The clause as to steel only refers to steel in the natu
ral state as steel, and not in the form of a manufactured article; and 
therefore it has been held by the courts and by the Treasury Department. 
over and over again that where steel loses its form so as t o assume ~ 
commercial name as an article of manufacture, it ceased to be steel an~ 
must be classified as a manufacture of steel. · 

~fr. MORGAN. There are two difficulties in the way of that prop
osition, it seems to me. 

Mr. SHER~IAN. That is the construction. 
Mr. MORGAN. The first is that we have a pro\ision in this bill that 

where an article may be classified and taxed under either of two heads 
it shall be cln.ssi::fied under that which brings the highest tax. Soifwe 
find steel in a machine, it being manufactured, the duty would be 35 
per cent. ad \alorem, and if we find the steel outside of a machine it 
would come in at 40 per cent., being steel in both cases, but being preS
ent in one case in the machine and in the other outside of it, it would 
be taxed according to the pro\isions of this bill at two different rates, 
and therefore the highest. 

1\Ir. SHERMAN. If steel were put in any form of manufacture for 
use, for instance if converted into an anvil,-that would be a different 
form of manufacture within the clause, and unless it is covered by some 
specific name, as a. duty on an anvil, it would be covered by the duty 
on manufuctures of steel, and not by the duty on steel itself, because it 
has changed its form from raw steel into an article lmown in commerce
as a manufactured article. 

Mr. MORGAN. The text of the two parts of the bill which I am 
now contrasting would necessarily bring up a question of interpretation, 
which would have to find its way to the Supreme Court before :people 
would be satisfied about it. Steel not manufactured, steel not made 
up into the pa~ of a delicate machine, is by this bill to. bear a burden. 



I 

r' 

-

1883. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE. 2899 
of 40 per cent. ad valorem tax. If it is manufactured and put into a 
delicate maehine it bears an ad valorem tax of 35 per cent. That re
verses all the doctrines I have heard contended for on this floor of pro
gressive manufuctures. Take a piece of crucible steel which would 
come in under 40 per cent. ad valorem tax under the Senator's amend
ment. You work this into a machine; you make it perhaps twenty 
times as valuable as it was before, and it may be the chief element of 
value in the machine, and yet you reduce the tax according to this bill 
to 35 per cent. ad -valorem because it is not specifically enumerated, 
because the machine in which the steel is wrought is not itself specially 
named. There is a clear inconsistency, and it shows the danger of going 
back in this bill and undertaking to inject into it the special views of 
special claimants for protection under this system of tariff taxation 
combined with protection. 

The Senator from Ohio informed us that he had been receiving tele
grams, and he has spread them upon the RECORD, from various impor
tant gentlemen, some Democrats and some Republicans; among others 
he referred to Mr. Payne, of Cleveland, Ohio, as being very urgent in 
his demands upon the Congress of the United States for the introduc
tion into this bill of a higher rate of taxation upon steel than the Sen
ate or the Committee of the Whole had agreed to. Now I read from 
the Cincinnati News what I conceive to be the inspiration of all this 
agitation on the subject of an increase of duty. It is under the head of 

A FRIGHTENED "Di"FA.).'T." 

The following was received yesterday : 

Ron. W. MEANs, Oincinnati, Ohio: 
W A.SHL'\"GTOS, Febr-uary 16. 

Please see that strong telegra.phic protests are sent to Senators Pm.'DLETON and 
SHER.IIlAN against the Senate tariff bi 11. The scheme is to send the Senate bill to 
the House and secure concurrence without reference to a committee of confer
ence. Get iron manufacturers of Cincinnati to act promptly. 

JAMES M. SWANK, 
Secretary .American Iron and Steel .Association. 

.Mr. Swank is here looking over our action, supervising and superin
tending it, and be telegraphs out to the iron-masters and the steel 
manufacturers to send strong and urgent telegrams to Mr. SHERMA.N 
and Ur. PENDLETON against the passage of the bill as the Senate has 
already agreed npon it, after full and deliberate discussion, and after 
change after change has been made to a~commodate the Yery views 
presented by the Senator from Ohio himself. Thereupon telegrams 
flooded in and the Senator from Ohio has ·spread them upon the REc
ORD as an evidence of the agitation that this country is thrown into 
upon this question. The agitation all goes from Washington through 
1\lr. Swank's telegrams ont to the different iron-manufacturing estab
llihments and steel-manufacturing establishments, and it comes back 
in the form of these stirring telegrams. That is the inspiration of this 
movement; and here the Senate of the United States, when it is ready 
to pass a ta.J.iff bill, and when gentlemen on this side are yielding ob
jections to a great number of the important features of this bill, so that 
the country may have 1·epose, the Senate is required to go back over its 
work, and dn.y after day to reconsider its action upon this subject, and 
finally we have got to that condition where if we take action at all it 
can not be done intelligently, it can not be done with safety unless we 
recommit at least this part of the iron schedule to the Committee on 
Finance. 

I only rose to call the attention of the Senate to the very inYoh·ed 
condition of this bill upon this very important and complex subject as 
it is presented now in the amendments of the Senator from Ohio and 
the Senator from New Jersey. The Senator from Kentucky has demon
strated this morning that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is 
an entire change of classification, and that it is a very large increase of 
the tariff upon these productions. The Senator from New Jersey, I 
suppose, is willing to admit that he proposes another change of classifi
cation and a partial reduction of the ad valorem rate of taxation upon 
this article, and I have just drawn the attention of the Senate to an 
apparent conflict between the bill which lets in machinery from foreign 
countries at one rate and this amendment which puts a different ad 
valorem tax upon themetalofwhich a largeportion ofthat machinery 
ismade. · 

In this stateofdoubt and confusion the Senator from Vermontisask
ing the Senate to move with a liti!e more alacrity in the passage of this 
bill. The Senator need not addresss his remarks on that subject to 
this side of the Chamber. Those remarks have no application to our 
conduct here, but they do apply to the other side of the Chamber. If 

enators on that side now desire to have this bill passed, if they-really 
wish to send to the House ofRepresentatives that which we have sub
stantially and formally and solemnly agreed npon in the Committee of 
the Whole, I think they will vote down the amendments both of the 
Senator from New Jersey and the Senator from Ohio. If I am able to 
comprehend the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, it is an 
improvement on that proposed by the Senator from Ohio, and I should 
be compelled to vote for that in the event that there was any prob-
ability ofthe other passing. _ 

Mr. President, there is dissatisfaction with this bill on both sides of 
the Chamber, and this country will be very much better satisfied with 
our ~tion if we would adopt a common-sense course upon this whole 
question. Take the existing tariff laws as they stand (which it must 

be admitted are the . outgrowth of the experience and wisdom of the 
Congress of the United States and of the commercial and industrial 
classes of \his country) and pass a graduated or horizontal line through 
it, reducing it pro rata annually, first commencing at a reduction of 10 
or 15 per cent. of the present tax, letting that operate for one year, and 
then going on for the next year and reducing it again 10 or 15 per cent. 
of the existing tax. In that way the country would be relie\ed of the 
burden of excessive taxation; the Treasurywonld not receive any increase 
to its already plethoric condition. We could then take up the tariff 
section by section, item by item, when -we shall have more leisure to 
do it than we have now, and we could ascertain whether certain indus
tries were being injured by this horizontal reduction. We could pro- , 
vide so that no calamity would come npon any part of the country .. 

Now, sir, we hear daily of iron and steel establishments going to pieces 
in this country. The morning papers inform us of a very important 
failure of a great steel and iron establishment in the State of Ohio. It 
is said that one of the members of that company resides in Chicago; 
that if that gentleman should pay t-o the company what he personally 
owes to it the company would be able to go on. That is the general 
statement that is made in the telegraphic advices we receive through 
the newspapers this morning. I of course expect that this fuilure and 
any othe.r failure that may occur in this country will be charged upon 
the delay of Congress in passing a tariff bill. If it should be so charged, 
I for one wish to exonerate myself, and others who are associated with 
me on this side of the Chamber, from having delayed this bill, for we · 
have made up our minds to send it to the House so fur as our votes are 
concerned. That is I believe the pmJ>ose of a considerable number of 
gentlemen on this side of the Chamber if the bill is kept in the shape 
or substantially in the shape in which it came from the Committ.ee of 
the Whole. That condition of the bill is now to be interrupted it seems; 
radical changes are to be incorporated in the bill. · It is to be made a 
new and untried measure so far as iron and steel are concerned, and a 
measure that, when the Senate shall have enacted it, it will not und_er
stand. 

Under these circumstances I intend to submit a proposition a little 
ln.ter in the day under whioh the Senators on this floor shall have an 
opportunity of doing that which they admit on all hands the people re
quire that they should do, deplete the Treasury of a part of its revenue
derived from the tariff and also from internal taxation. I will offer to 
amend the bill so as to cut down the existing tariff so that we will pre
serve to the Congress of the United States the power to rectify any evils 
that may befall any class of industries in this cotmh'y, and provide for a 
further gradual reduction, extending the time over a period of two years. 
This plan I think will prod nee as little jar and disturbance in the oper
ations of these great industries as is possible under any plan. 

The country will understand thenwhetheror not~tistherealpurpose
oftheSenate of the United States to red nee therevennewhich comes into 
the Treasury through the tariff and through internal taxation. Nodoub~ 
willremainafterthatpropositionisvoted upon. Onthecontrary, if that 
proposition shall be voted down, it will be entirely apparent to the whole 
people of the UnitedStates thatwhatwehave beenengagedinhereforthe 
L.'lSt six weeks has been a mere effort to boost up certain industries in 
this country at the expense of other industries and of the people at large;. 
that we ha\e not been engaged in a. candid effort to reduce and recon
struct the tariff; that after we had reached conclusions whi(..h were sub
stantially satisfactery all around as an experiment to be tried for the 
future, some of the leading gentlemen on that side 9f the Chamber1 

some who have been for a long time prominent in thepoliticalandfinan
cial history of this country, throw into this bill new features and new 
elements which we do not understand and ba•e not the time to com
prehend, and which radically change the whole nature of the system. 
That course of procedure can_not be charged to us. We want tariff re
vision, and will not be able to get it, because tho e who desire a tariff 
only for purposes of gain will not accept the conclusions at which the 
Senate has arrived. 

I here protest against any sort of intimation or assertion that anybody 
on this side of the Chamber is responsible in any way or manner or 
shape or form for what has been done by the Senator from Ohio in this 
new endeavor to reform this schedule of metals. The inconsistencie 
which his amendment will work are glaring; and after we have adopted 
it there will not be a man in the Senate, I care not what particular in
dustry be is looking out for, unless it is the Senator from Ohio, wb() 
can write to his constituents or go to them and inform them of the pre-
cise effect of this measure upon their industries. · 

Why not let us send this bill to the House of Representatives a.s the 
Senate has amended it, in order that, if they are prepared to act at all 
upon any tariff bill, they shall have a fuir opportunity of responding 
to our suggestions? Or ball we prefer to heed the advice ofl\fr. Swank 
which he telegraphed out to the companies he represents throughout 
the United States, and had repeated in urgent messages returned here 
to Mr. P~~DLETO:Y and 1,~·. SHEIDIA...~, asking them to defeat the Senate 
tariff bill? It is time that we were acting and thinking for ourselves, 
and that we should not allow these gentlemen to disturb and agitate 
the Senate ofthe United States by this sort of manufactured thunder, 
this stage thunder, which they get up to indicate that there is great 
alarm and agitation among the people of the United States. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Do~ the 
Chair understand, that the Senator from New Jersey has offered his 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio or to the text 
of the bill? 

Mr. McPHERSON. To the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 

New Jersey will be read. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 16 of the proposed amendment 

it is moved to strikeout" 4 ''and insert" 5· "in line 17 to strike out "4" 
and insert "5;" in line 17 to strike out I: 7" and insert" 9;" in line 
18, after ''2," to insert "and one-fourth;" and in line 18to strike out 
"7 cents and not above 11" and insert" 9;" in line 19, after "pound," 

' to add "3} cents per pound," and strike out "two and three-fourths 
of 1 cent;" strike out all after "pound," in line 20, and at the end 
insert "all crucible steel valued below 5 cents per pound, 1! cents per 
pound;'' so that the amendment of the Senator from Ohio would read, 
commencing at line 15: 

Iron-molded steel castings, all of the above classes of steel not otherwise 
specially provided for in this act, valued at 5 cents a pound or less, 40 per cent. 
ad valorem; above 5 cents a pound and not above 9 cents, ~t cents per pound; 
valued above 9 cents per pound, 3t cent,g per pound; all crucible steel valued be
low 5 cents per pound, U cents per pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It will be seen that I simply preserve the Sen
ate's classification and I raise the Senate's rates to a point, as I under
stand it, where I am nearly midway between the Senate bill and the 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio. I avoid all the confusion that 
his new classification would engender. In amending his amendment I 
make provision at the end of the clause for crucible cast-steel below 5 
cents a pound, which is put at 1t cents a pound. Thenitwillreadex
actly as the Senate bill would read from line 735: 

All of the above\ being crucible cast-steel, valued at 5 cents per pound or less
1 l:f cents per pouna; valued above 5 cents and not above 9 cents per pound, 24 

cents per pound; valued at above 9 cents per pound, 3t cents per pound. 
It makes provision for all the crucible steel both below and above the 

.5-cent limit; it makes provision for the coarser grades of steel at 40 per 
cent. ad valorem instead of 45. 

Mr. SHERMA.J..~. The Senate will perceive how difficult it is to 
deal with a question of this kind when I tell them, as I do without fear 
of contradiction, that the proposition made by the Senator from New 
Jersey to put all crucible steel at the rate of1.75 cents per pound will 
increase the rate of duty more than all the decreases proposed by him 
in the course of his amendment will amount to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do you say this is an increase? 
1\Ir. SHERl\IAN. Yes, sir; because some forms of crucible steel are 

cheap, and they will be brought into the country and there will be no 
reduction. There is no reason in the world why a higher duty should 
be put upon crucible steel than upon other forms of steel if they are 
of the same value. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The same distinction is made in the Senate bill, 
and I have heard no objection to it. 

1\Ir. SHE.RMAN. We must put a uniform rate, be it as low a rate 
as 40 per cent. if you wish on steel below 4 cents a pound; but let it 
.apply to all alike. 

Jlt!r. McPHERSON. There are different qualities of steel. I think 
there ought to be a difference between those qualities of steel made by 
the open-hearth process and the other processes that are named here of 
a much lower grade and crucible steel. 

1\Ir. SHERMAN. Does not the Senator know that the duty of 1. 75 
.cents a pound on crucible steel below 5 cents a pound in value will 
mise the rate of duty on more pounds of steel than his other changes 
will lower the duties? 

Mr. McPHERSON. As the Senator from Ohio professes to want a 
higlier rate of duties, I do not understand how he can object to that 
clause of the Senate bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want a fair duty all around. I donotwantany 
special clause excepting crucible steel from the regular ad valorem rate 
if we are to adopt that rate on the lower class~. 

My colleague and I represent more manufacturers of agricultural im
plements than almost any other four or five Senators here. These im
plements are largely made in our State. As a matter of course our 
people are anxious to get cheap steel, and if I was simply representing 
the interests of my own State I should speak quite differently; but I 
want to see a fair rate proposed on all. This excepting crucible steel 
from the low rate proposed by the Senator from New Jersey excites at 
least a remark from me that I do not see any reason why crucible steel 
worth less than 5 cents a pound should pay a higher rate of duty than 
Bessemer steel worth less than 5 cents a pound. 

1\Ir. McPHERSON. Simply because it is crucible steel. 
Now, I wish to say that there is no Senator on this floor knows bet

ter than the Senator from Ohio that unless we reach some kind of a de
cision about this matter to-day or very soon, it is perfect nonsense for us 
to expect any tariff revision. I do not suppose that I have offered an 
amendment that renders equal and exact justice. I must confess that 
I do not know as well as I ought to know what would be equal and 
exact justice. I have done the b~t I could. I have reached the fairest 
compromise I can between the two discordant elements here, one I be
lieve too low and the other too high; and certainly if we find that this 

rate is a burden upon any inter~t of the country it will only have to 
wait a few months to have it corrected, because when Congress convenes 
again in December it is much easier to change an error or correct a fault 
in the legislation now proposed th..m it is to commence anew the in
vestigation ~d consideration of this whole tariff subject .• 

I look upon this as a compromise. It is higher than the Senate bill, 
although it is lower than the Senator from Ohio's amendment. It is 
the best compromise I can offer. As I said before, if there is any dis
position on the part of the Senate to pa.gs a tariff bill, I would advise 
them to accept this compromise and let us proceed. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. I am inclined to support a portion of the suggestion 
made by the Senator from New Jersey, but I quite agree with the Sen
ator from Ohio that crucible steel, simply because it is crucible steel, 
should not have a higher rate than any other form of steel costing aa 
much. If we are to make a scale of duti~ here graduated with refer
ence to valuation, I do not see w by we should not make it apply as well 
to crucible steel as to other forms of steel. The Senator from New J er
sey proposes the rate of 1! cents a pound upon all crucible steel valued 
at 5 cents or less, as I understand. 

It seems to me that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio, with 
the exception of the ad Yalorem of 45 per cent., is a fuir proposition in 
the main, if I understand it correctly. The ad valorem is 45 per cent. 
upon the lower grades of steel. I would be inclined to concur with the 
Senator from New Jersey on 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

But now let us look for a moment at the classification suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio. From 4 cents to 7 cents the rate is 2 cents a 
pound. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to 
this, because it seems to me this proposition is not far from what is 
just and fair to the steel industry. From 4 to 7 cents a pound in no 
case can the ad valorem exceed 50 per cent., and if steel comes in at 7 
cents a pound it is down to 29 per cent. ad valorem on the proposition 
of the Senator from Ohio. Then take the class from 7 to 11 cents. The 
Senator from Ohio has a duty of 2! cents a pound on that; the highest 
ad valorem on that class is 39 per cent. Steel coming in at 7 cents a 
pound is only 39 per cent. ad valorem, and at 11 cents a pound it is only 
25 per cent. ad valorem. So with the class above 11 cents a pound; th& 
highest possible ad valorem dutyisonly32percent. on thatclassofsteel. 

So when you come to the scale of the Senator from Ohio it seems 
to me a fair scale compared with the other items in this bill; but as to 
the ad valorem of 45 per cent. on all steel under 4 cents a pound, I 
think I would follow the Senator from New Jersey and vote for 40 per 
cent. instead. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Inasmuch. as objection is madetomakingadi& 
tinction between crucible steel and other kinds of steel below 5 cents a 
pound, I am not going to press that part of the amendment, and there
fore, by unanimous consent, I will withdraw that portion of my amend
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator has the right to modify 
his amendment. 

1\Ir. McPHERSON. I can see that when you come below 5 cents a 
pound it does not make much difference whether it is crucible steel or 
by what process it is made, and therefore I withdra.w that part of it . 

1\Ir. SHERl\IAN. I call for a division of the qu~tion in order that 
the Senate may vote understandingly. I ask .for the yeas and nays on 
the first proposition to change the classification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ohio state what 
division of the question he desires? 

1\Ir. SHERl\IAN. I desire a separate vote on the first proposition, 
which changes the classification from 4 cents to 5 cents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the first 
proposition indicated by the Senator. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs ; die blocks or blanks; billets and 

bars and tapered or beveled bars; bands, hoo.ps, strips, and sheets of all gauges 
and widths; plates of all thicknesses and Widths; steamer, crank, and other 
shafts; wrist or crank pins; connecting-rods and piston-rods; pressed, sheared 
or stn.mped shape:::~, or blanks of sheet or plate steel, or combination of steel and 
iron, punched or not punched; hammer-molds or swaged steel; gun-molds, not 
in bars; alloys used as substitutes for steel toolsi all descriptions and shapes or 
dry sand, loam, or iron molded steel castings. .all of the above classes of steel 
not otherwise specially provided for in this act, valued at 5 cent.! a pound or less, 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERl\IAN. My amendment is 4 and the Senator's is 5 cents a 
pound. I think the Senator will withdraw that classification, for I am 
informed, though I have no knowledge of the value of these articles, 
that 4 cents will cover every pound of the kind of steel that is d~cribed 
in the original amendment, Bessemer and all the other kinds, and that 5 
will enter on a class of steel that has always been fixed at a specific duty, 
and therefore 4 is the proper dividing line; and unless the Senator has 
better information than I have on the subject, I hope he will not ~ist 
on making it 5. 

Jlt!r. McPHERSON. I shall not insist upon it, but I want the Sen
atorfrom·Ohio to agree that the vote maybe taken on myclassifi.cation 
all through without voting on each branch separately. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer a vote on each separately. 
Mr. McPHERSON. See how much easier and quicker we shall ar

rive at a decision if the Senator from Ohio will permit my classification 
to be voted upon as one question in lieu of his. 

\ 
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Mr. SHERllfAl.'{. I prefer not. This is a very important matter, 

and I prefer to vote separately. 
Mr . .McPHERSO~. Very well. 
Mr. BECK. Allow me to ask t he Senator from Ohio a question. Is 

there any such thing as a valuation of 4 cents either in the existinO' law 
or in any other provision? "" 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, nor is 5; there is no valuation under the ex
isting law below 7 cents; but under the old condition of affairs when 
that law was framed steel worth 7 cents a pound was, I suppose, con
sidered a pretty low grade of steel. 

Mr. BECK. The Tariff Commission suggested 5, and the Senate Fi
nance Committee suggested 5, and we now hear of 4 for the first time, 
do we not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Tariff Commission suggested 5 as the 
grade of the crucible steel. 

.Mr. BECK. From 5 to 9. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator is mistaken in regard to it. 

No one has ever put the classification of the cheap forms of Bessemer, 
Siemens-Martin, and the basic process at higher than 4. I suppose 
that they range somewhere between 1 and 3, and that 4 is really the 
proper standard. If there was any doubt about it I would not insist 
upon it; but the information I have, not from interested parties, is that 
4 covers all the classes made by the newly-invented processes. I think, 
therefore, it is better to keep it at that. 

Mr. BECK. That increases the rate $22.40 a ton on all valued be
tween 4 and 5 cents a pound, without any suggestion from anybody 
nnlil now that it was the proper rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first part of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc
PHERSON], upon which the yeas and nays have been called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the remainder of the amend

ment of the Senator from N' ew Jersey read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the remain

der of the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr . .ALLISON. Beyond the point where the "4" is stricken out 

and "5" inserted. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Above 5 cents a pound andnotabove9cents,2t cents per pound; valued above 
9 cents, 3-f cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
first part of the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [lfr. Mc
PHERsoN] to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
Mr. COCKRELL {when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from Indiana [~fr. HARRISON], who has been called away by 
si~kness in his family. If he were present, I should vote "yea" on 
t~ amendment. I do not know how he would vote. If any of his 
friends know that he would vote that way, I shall vote, but I will not 
vote for the present. 

Jtfr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this vote I am paired 
wi'th the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. K ELLOGG]. If he were here, I 
should vote ''yea.'' 

The roll-call was concluded. 
~fr. MAXEY. TheSenatorfromArkansas [Ur. GARLAND] is paired 

with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EmmNDs]. Ifpresent, the Sena-
tor from Arkansas would vote "yea." . 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAR
Row]. If he were present, I should vote "nay." 

Mr. SAULSBURY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. When I voted 
I did not know that he was absent. I withdraw my vote. I do not 
know how he would vote. 

])fr. McDILL. I am paired with the Senator from J.Iississippi [lli. 
L.Al\I.AR] . If he were here, l think I should vote ''yea.'' 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from New York [.Mr. L.A.PHA.l\I]. I voted inadvert
ently, not noticing that he was out of the Chamber. I withdraw my 
vote. 

The result was announced-yeas 33, nays 19; as follows: 

Beck, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Coke, 
Davis of W. Va., 
Dawes, 
Farley, 
George, 
Gorman, 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
.Anthony, 
Cameron of Wi . , 
Conger, 

YE.AB-33. 
Groome, 
Grover, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, 

Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
McPherson, 
Maxey, 
Pendleton, 
Platt, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, · 

N.AYs-19. 
Frye, 
ID'~e, 
Jon~ of Nevada, 
Logan, 

McMillan, 
Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Mitchell. 
lliorrilJ, 

Vance, 
VanWyck, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Williams, 
Windom. 

Rollins, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Tabor. 

ABSENT-24. 
Barrow, Cockrell, Harrison, :\forgan, 
Bayard. Davis of ill., Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Edmunds, Lamar, Saunders, 
Brown, Fair, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Butler, Ferry, McDilJ, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, 1\Iahone, Walker. 

SotJ?.efirst branch of the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the remainder of 

the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 
lli. SHERMAN. I ask for a further division, and call for the yeas 

and nays. I want a division as to the mte per cent., whether 45 or 40. 
The proposition I made was 45 per cent. · The Senator from New Jer
sey proposes 40. I want a yea-and-nay vote on that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio demands a 
further division of the question, so that the question will be on that 
part of the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey which proposes 
to strike out "45" and insert "40" before "per cent. ad valorem " 
and on that demands the yeas and nays. ' 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
llfr .. BECK. I propose to vote for this proposition, because 40 per 

cent. IS about the average rate of tax upon many of the goods which 
are enumerated, because I believe nine-tenths of the items in the par
agraph now pay about that rate. Here we have-

Bands, hoops, strips, and sheets of all gauges and widths; plates of all thick• 
nesses and Widths; steamer crank and other shafts; wrist or crank pins, &c. . 

And going through with what are now in the paragraph unenumer4 

ated articles, some of which now pay 30, some 40, some 45 per cent. 
under existing law, therefore 40 per cent. will be about the average.. 
I think 40 is much too high, yet it is better than 45, and for that rea4 
son I propose to vote for it. . 

I am now advised that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] 
who speaks in a low tone of voice, a short time since made a speech u; 
which he said in substance (though I did not hear him and have not 
seen t.he RECORD) that my malignity toward manufacturing establish4 
ments was so great that if I saw coal-oil poured over one, with the torch 
about to be applied, I would approve it, or if I were called as a witness 
would avoid appearing to t-ell- the truth next morning. Am I correct? 
Because if I am I desire to characterize that as absolutely untrue and 
as a •ery malicious statement. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I will state what I did say. 
Ur. BECK. I should like tO hear it. 
Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Kentucky has frequently charged! 

UJ?On the Tariff Commission all sorts of iniquity, as wanting in good 
faith, and even upon some members of the Committ-ee on .Pilmnce· and1 
his opposition has been so fierce and so angry I may say almost'from 
the start, that I did say that I thought the Senator has 'as much hos-
tility as John Randolph had, who would go a mile to kick a sheep, and~ 
I did not know but that if he were to see petroleum poured upon a fac4 

tory ~nd he was the only witness he would forget it before the next 
mormng. 

Mr. BECK. I repeat now what I said, thatthatisamalicious state
ment and is. ab olutel! untrue. I J:ave shown no malice against any 
manuL'lctunng establishment or agamst the manufacturers of this coun
try. I voted, when the Senator from Massachusetts sought to reduce 
the tax ~m Russian iron from 2~ to 2 cents, against him, because I 
thought 1t was too low. When Senators sought to bring in machinery 
at 10 per cent. or lower rates, I voted against it , thinking that too low. 
I ha•e sought to bring down no tax below the point where I believed 
the manufacturers of this country could live and manufacture their 
goods. And when the Senator from Vermont makes a speech of that 
sort I intend to be inside of parliamentary rules, and just barely inside 
of them, by denouncing it in every form that parliamentary law will 
allow, and if I was outside of the Senate I would denounce it in still 
more vigorous terms. 

I have endeavored honestly and earnestly to pass a bill under which 
the J_Jeople of this ?Ountry can manufacture all classes of goods. I am 
seeking to pass a bill whereby the consumers of these goods in this coun4 
try will be able to obtain them at 1·casonable rates, and at the same time 
one. that will e~ble the men ~ ho have to send their corn, their wheat, 
their bacon, therr cotton, their petroleum, their everything to foreign 
markets shall not be deprived of the right of buying what they must 
have, or be taxed for doing so beyond the point requisit-e for the wants of" 
th~ Government in raising its necessary revenue, and that the men of 
this country who have even been induced to build up their manufact
uring establishments under a fal e system shall not be severely cut 
down or injured because of the delusion that protection protects. 

When we were told that we were going to reduce this tariff at least 
20 per cent., ancl when in the varied schedules we have increased in
stead of reduced, and when all the statements made by the Senator 
from Vermont as to the reduction on cotton goods and as to the reduction 
on many other things have been proven to be wholly delusi•e on the 
floor of the Senate by careful calculation, it ill becomes him to rise 
here and make such insinuations and denunciations of my course be
cause I have sought in good faith to bring down taxation under this 
tariff somewhere near the point where the Tariff Commission said it 
should be, and t{) what it is conceded it ought t{) be brought. 
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Wben I s~y I shall vote for 40 per cent. instead of 45, I do not mean 
to be unde:!:stood as seeking to destroy any manu.fucture. I ha>e im
puted no bad motives to ~y man on this floor. The Senator from 
Vermont has abandoned the bill he himself reported time and again 
and voted for increases of all sorts, and I have found no fault with it. 
Since the bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole he ha 
hardly done anything else than seek to undo the work of his commit
tee. He has riSen in his place over and over again and talked about 
the time I ha>e consumed, when he took an hour and three-quarters 
to deliver an old speech against the Japanese fund that had no more to 
do with actual business than tlie man in the moon, and then >oted for 
the very thing he had denounced, and when it became important to 
adjourn in the evening, when it suited him o his friends to go to some 
entertainment that they liked, he could adjourn, but when it did not 
suit them, if any of us moved to adjourn at 9, 10, or 11 o'clock at night 
he talked about ouT consuming time and seeking to delay the passage 
of his bill; now under the pretens~ that his committee acted on this 
matter last Saturday morning, when his committee had no right to 
look at it at all, and when the objection was made on Friday 'night by 
me that the committee should not take it, and he conceded that the 
committee had nothing to do with it, he had to state that I was ab~ent 
when they were considering it. 

I have acted in absolute good faith. I told the committee in com
mittee, out of committee, and on the floor of the Senate that I desired 
and I wish to be met by fail· arguments. If I have been voting to tax 
anything at too low a rate it was the duty of Senators on the other side 
to show wherein I was wrong. I have made no tariff speech on general 
principles. I have consumed no unnecessary time at this· session. I 
have been urged over and over again by gentlemen on this side of the 
Chamber w bo had not the same opportunity I had of knowing the facts 
in detail as we approached schedule by schedule to give them my views 
so they could vote intelligently; indeed many gentlemen here told me 
it was my duty to do so, and I have spoken on this floor at their request 
in order to inform them, because they had neither the time nor the op
portunity to look into the details as I had; yet when I ha>e acted in 
absolute good faith and I am told that I would like to see the manu
facturing establishments of this country destroyed and would absent 
myself from committee rather than tell the truth about it, it is a little 
more than I care to bear without resenting it in whatewr way I can 
in a parliamentary mannel'. 

The Senator from Vermont has a right to his own opinions. I have 
a right to mine. He will fail to find from the beginning of this debate 
to the end of it, either at the lastsession or in the present session, that 
Ihaveattributed to him any bad motives or that I ha>e failed to com
ply with all duties that he as chairman of the committee had a right 
to reqnh·e me to comply with. I have been frank and open in all my 
avowals and in expressing my opinion and giving my reasons for so. 
doing. That is all I care to say. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am willing to say that I think the 
last expression that I made was rather 1·ough and perhaps undeserved 
by the Senator .ft·om Kentucky; but I submit to the judgment of the 
Senate if the Senator from Kentucky has not from first to last exhibited 
almost an angry feeling whenever anything was said by this side of the 
Chamber in behalf of any industry, and if he has not rejected all in
formation and testimony in relation to manufactures and accepted only 
such as he received from importen~ or from some other source. 

From my boyhood I wa educated by such Senators as used to come 
here from Kentucky; by Clay and Crittenden and other Senators from 
the South; such men as Mangum and Berrien, Bell and Stephens, and 
I mn.y say by John M. Botts, when a mn.jority of the South was repre-
ented here by protective-tariff men. Then I was in the habit ofread

ing of something like fail· play in relation to this subject, but from the 
beginning of the consideration of this bill by the Senator from Ken
tucky I do not know that he has adhered to hn.rdly a single prop~sition 
made by the Committee on Finance. He bas felt himself at liberty to 
propose reductions from the beginning to the end of the bill. In some 
instances, as I avowed I would at the outset if I found there was a large 
industry going to destruction or being unduly oppressed by the reduc
tions made, I would readily change my vote and go for a larger figure. 

Now, I think I ha>e said all that is necessaryto be said on this sub
ject, n.nd I prefer to have a vote to even my own talk or that of the Sen
ator from Kentucky. 

Mr. :UcPHERSOX. I only rise to call the attention of the Senate 
to one fact: The amendment I have offered is based upon a well-regn
hl.ted and well-adjusted grade. If you disturb this 40 per cent. ad 
valorem which I have proposed as an amendment to the propo ition of 
the Senator from Ohio, it will require perhaps different alterations in 
my amendment which I hope will not be deemed necessary. I wish to 
say still further-! declare it openly and I charge it boldly, I care not 
which side of the Chamber it hits-that with only a few hours left us, 
as we were informed by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria
tions, that can be devoted to this bill, if we now neglect to accept 
this fn.ir and rea onable compromise, the side of the Chamber that re
fru es it, in my opinion, does not desire tariff revision or legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on that part of the 
amendment of the Senator fi:om New Jersey to the amendment of the 

Senator from Ohio which changes 45 per cent. ad valorem to 40 per 
cent. 

Mr. ~IITCHELL. This ainendment as well as the others proposed, 
has not been brought to my attention. I have no knowledge of this 
subject except what I have obtained this morning. Therefore, so fn.r as 
I am concerned, I am entirely nnn.ble to form a judgment upon the pend
ing propositions. I am, however, settled in my connction that it is my 
duty to oppose the bill as it now stands in the Senate ~th whatever 
force I can exercise, and that in obedience to the public opinion which 
prevails in my State. I shall vote for the amendments proposed by the · 
Senator from Ohio, as I understand they are improvements upon the 
rates :fixed by the action of the Senate. Not desirjng to detain the Sen
ate, feeling the force of the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, I 
will say in justice to myself and my people, so far as I know my own 
feeling and their wish, that desiring that there shall be a revision of the 
tariff upon a basis of fair rates I shall postpone whatever I may have to 
say in relation to the bill as it now stands until some future time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey, striking out " 45" and inserting "40," 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to call the roll . 
.Mr. UAXEY (when Mr. GABLA..."'ffi'S name was called). The Sena

tor from Arkansas [.Mr. G.ARL.Al'l-n] is paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDl\fiTh""DS]. If the Senator from Arkansas were not 
paired he would vote '' yea.' 

.Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

1\Ir. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am pall-ed with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Ir. S.A WYER]. If he were here, I should 
vote ''yea.'' 

The roll-call was concluded. 
~Ir. BLAIR (after having >oted in the negative). I am paired with 

the Senator from Georgia [~Ir. BARROW], and withdraw my vote. 
~Ir. COCKRELL. .As announced on the previous vote, I am paired 

with the Senator from Indiana [~Ir. HABRISoN]. I make the an
nouncement for the day. 

The result was announced-yeas 37, nays 19; as follow : 

YE.As-37. 

.Allison, Gorman, .Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Beck, Groome, McDill, Vance, 
Call, Grover, 1\IcM:illan, VanWyck, 
Camden, Hampt-on, McPherson, Vest, 
Coke, HarrlS, Maxey, Walker, 
Davis of Til., Hoar, Miller of Ca.l., Williams, 
DavisofW. Ya., Ingalls, Pendleton, Windom. 
Dawes, .Jackson, Plumb, 
Farley, .Johnston, Pugh, 
George, .Jonas, Ransom, 

:K.AY&-19. 

Aldrich, Hale, Logan, Rollins, 
.Anthony, Hawley, 1\Iiller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, 1\'litchell, Sherman, 
Conger, .JonesofNevada, Morrill, Tabor. 
Frye, Kellogg, Platt, 

ABS~"'T-20. 

Barrow, Cameron of Pa., Garland, Morgan, 
Bayard, Cockrell, Harrison, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Edmunds, Lamar, Saunders, 
Brown, Fair, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Butler, Ferry, :Mahone, Voorhees. 

So the next branch of the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
MI. CONGER. Is it proper now to offer an amendment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the last clause 

of the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MaPHER oN] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

~Ir. CONGER. I will wait until this amendment is disposed of. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the last clause of 

the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment to the amendment was . agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend

ment of the Senator from Ohio as amended on the motion of the Sena
tor from New Jersey. 

~Ir. ALLISON. I wish to insert after the word "slab , " in the first 
line of the amendment, the words "by whatever process made." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment. 

~Ir. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Iowa whether this particular clause interferes with the amend
ment that the Senn,tor from Delaware [Mr. B.A Y .ARD] wants :reserved? 

~lr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Wet Virginia that 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware is on a different point. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I knew there was some amendment 
he wanted to propose. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. There was an amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Iowa on Saturday to limit this clause. I de ire to hear the amend-

. 
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ment read again. I desil"e that bands, strips, and sheets of iron and 
{)ther things shall not by possibility be included in this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think they are covered by it. 
The Acting Secretru-y read as follows: 

All de criptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded steel ca tings; 
all of the above classe of teel not otherwise specially provided for in this act, 
valued, &c. 

}.fr. BECK. Can that mean that these bands and hoops may be of 
iron or steel? 

Mr. ALLISO~. All in this paragraph relates to steel. It is in
tended to ha•e this parngraph apply to steel alone. I think it is clear 

· as it is. 
Mr. BECK. Where the semicolon comes in they seem to be sepa:.. 

rate-" bands, hoops, strips, and sheets of all gauges and widths." 
Mr. ALLISON. These are all of steel ; nothing but steel is covered 

by the paragraph. 
Mr. BECK. Very well; if the language is plain enough to confine it 

to this paragraph it is all I care. · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 

the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISO~] to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend

ment ofthe Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as amended bytheSen
ate. 

Mr. SHERMAN called fm· the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the amendment be reported. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended will be 

read. 
The ACTIXG SECRETARY. Strike out from line 724--
Mr. COCKRELL. One question. What was done with the amend

ment ef the Senator from Iowa? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then the question is upon the amendment as 

amended by his amendment. Now let it be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend

ment as amended. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. The amendment is to strike out from 

line 724 to line 740 and insert in lieu thereof: 
Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, by what-ever process made; 

die-blocks or blanks; billets arid bars, and tapered or beveled bars; bands, 
lwops, strips, and sheets of all gauges and widths; plates of all thicknesses and 
widths; steamer, crank, and other shafts; wrist or crank pins; connecting-rods 
.and piston-rods; pressed, sheared or stamped shapes, or blanks of sheet or plate 
toteel, or combination of steel and iron, punched OJO,Dot punched; hammer-molds 
.or swaged steel; gun-molds. not in bars; alloys used as substitutes for steel 
tools; all descriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron-molded steel cast
ings, ull of the above classes of steel not otherwise specially provided for in this 
act valued at 5 cents a ponnd or less, 40 per cent. ad valorem; above 5 cents a 
pound and not above 9 cents, 2~ cents per ponnd; valued above \J cents per ponnd, 
3;1- cents per pound. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 

paired with the Senator from Georgia [11r. BARROW]. If he were pres
ent, I should vote "yea." 

l.il. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. I would vote "yea." 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. If he were here, I should vote 
"nay." 

}.fr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If he were here, I should 
vote "nay." 

The roll-call wa concluded. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [1\Ir. 

liARRISOY]. If he were present, I should vote "nay." 
The result wa.'-1 announced- yeas 30, nays 28; as follows: 

.A1drich, 
Allison 
Anthon'y, 
•Cameron of Wis., 
<Conger, 
Davis of Ill., 
Dawes, 
.Frye, 

'Beck, 
•Call, 
·Camden, 
•Coke, 
Davis of W. Va., 
Farley, 

·George, 

YEA.S-30. 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, 
Lapham, 

Logan, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Miller of Cal.. 
Miller of N.Y., 
Mitchell, 
:Morrill, 
Platt, 

NAYS-28. 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Grover, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Jackson, 
Johnst.on, 

Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Maxey, 
Morgan, 
Pendleton, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 

.A.BSENT-18. 
'Barrow, Cameron of P a ., Garland, 
:Bayard, Cockrell, Harrison, 
.Blair, Edmunds, Lamar, 
.Brown, Fair, McDill, 
Butler, Ferry, Mahone, 

Plumb, 
Rollins, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Tabor, 
Windom. 

Slater, 
Vance, 
VanWyck, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
'Valker, 
Williams. 

aulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer . 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. In order to carry out the purpose of the amend-

ment, I now mo•e to strike mit-I uppose that will be done without
objection-line 573 to 581. That is the first cla.use in rC::,aard to steel, 
which is now supereded by the amendment just adopted, ·or perhaps· 
it was included in the motion already made. Perhaps it was included 
in my original motion, but! do not know whether it is so entered on the 
Journal. 

The PRESIDIKG OFFICER: The Chair understOod the Senator 
from Ohio as first moving to strike out the lines indicated by him and 
some additional line , but afterward to change his amendment. 

}.fr. SHERMAN. Are the words I refer to in the bill now, or out?. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are in the bill; but the Chair 

would hold that the amendment of the Senator from Ohio as he now 
puts it is not in order because it proposes to strike out identically the 
words and no other words than those that have been inserted. 

Mr. SHERUA..~.~. I suppo ed therewould benoobjection toit; oth
erwise I should have insisted on my first motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent to the 
striking out of the words indicated by the Senator from Ohio from line 
573 to line 581, inclusive? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the lines be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be reported. 
The Acting Secretary read as follow : 

St-eel ingot , cogged ingots, blooms, billets, and lab , made by Be emer, 
pneumatic, Thomas-Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-1\.Iartin, open-hearth, or by any 
other process except the crucible process, and not exceeding in value 2 cents per 
ponnd, five-tenths of 1 cent per ponnd; exceeding 2 cents and not exceeding 5 
cents per pound in value, 1 cent per ponnd; and all such steel exceeding in value. 
5 cents per ponnd shall pay the rates of duty prescr~bed in this act for crucible 
cast-steeL 

The PRESIDIXG OFFICER. I~ there objection to this amend
ment? 

1.1r. COCKRELL. ·what is the object of strTh.'ing it out? 
1\Ir. SHERMAN. It i embodied in the amendment already adopt

ed; the same words. It is all put in one clause. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to striking out t he 

language indicated? The Chair hears none, and it is stricken out. 
Mr. SHERUAN. In line 802 I move to insert "40," according to 

the vote of the Senate. That is against my judgment, but I wish ro 
make it conform to the amendment already adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. Inline802it is propo ed to strike out" 30" 
and insert '' 40 ; '' so as to read : 

Steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valo
rem. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rai e the point of order on that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken. 
Mr. SHERUAN. I then move merely to strike out the clause, and I 

shall insert it in other words in the proper place, because that is really 
embodied in the amendment that has been adopted. 

}til. BECK. ' I begpardon; it is no such thing. I do not know why 
the Senator from Ohio says that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know, if it has already been 
adopted, why the Senator wants to let it remain a~d increase it 10 per 
cent. That is significant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course a vote of the Senate will 
have to be had on it just as on the other. 

1\:Ir. BECK. Will the Senator from Ohio explain why he made the 
remark that the change he proposes had been adopted sub tantially? 

Ur. SHERMAN. That is one of the clauses included in the original 
proposition. It i~ not so entered. I therefore move to strike out t he 
words "steel not specialJy enumerated or provided for in this a-et, 30 
per cent. ad valorem.'' And if that is adopted I hall propose to insert 
the clause at the end of the steel clauses, fixing the rate at 40 per cent. 
ad valorem. I submit the motion to strike out and to insert the form 
of words I indicated a.t the close of the steel clauses. That motion will 
be in order. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair doe not think so. 

}.fr. COCKRELL. It is the substance of what has been put in there, 
and I think the point of order lies against it clearly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will move to strike it out and then we 
shall fix it afterward. If a majority of the Senate are in favor of it 
we can insert it in another place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Ohio 
to strike out lines 801 and 802, and in~luding the words "ad valorem" 
in line 803, the Chair thinks is in order; but to put the motion in the 
form the Sen..'ttor indicated, to strike out that langu~ge and then to re
'insert the same language, changing the 30 per Gent. to 40 per cent. ad 
valorem, the Chair does not think would be in order. The motion to 
strike out a part of the original text, with the amendment made to it 
by the Senate, the Chair holds to be in order. 

Mr. SHERl\IAN. I will ask the Chair whether it would be in order 
to strike out "30 per cent. ad valorem" and insert " 3 cents a pound? " 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think it would. 
Thirty per cent. ad valorem was reserved in Committee of the Whole 
and has been agreed to "in the Senate. It was an amendment reserved. 

}.fr. SHERMAN. Then I move to strike out the two lines. 
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Mr. HOAR. Is the question whetherthe identical thing be stricken 
out a. question of substance or of words? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would think it is a. ques
tion of both substance and words. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senatm· can say "not especia.Uy herein provided 
for," or any frame of words of that kind can be put in, instead of 
4

' enumerated.'' 
Mr. FRYE. And leave out the words "in this act." 
Mr. HOAR. And leave out" in this act." 
Mr. SHERUAN. I will put it in that way. I do not care anything 

about the form. I never regard form. It is easy enough to avoid 
forms if a majority of the Senate want to do it. There is no trouble in 
a dozen ways in doing it. I will therefore substitute in place of the 
words proposed to be stricken out other words, so as to read: 

Steel not specifically enumerated or provided for. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest "not specifically described or provided for 
herein.'' 

Mr. SHERMAN. ''Steel not specificaJ.ly enumerated or provided 
for herein, 40 per cent. ad valorem." 

Mr. EDMUNDS. '' Herein,'' according to the decisions of the court.s, 
would confine it to that clause or section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order on that, of course. 
Mr. EDMU!-.TDS. Let it be reported at the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend

ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in 

line 801, the following words: 
Steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. a-d >a-

lorem. 
- And to insert: 
Steel not specially enumerated or provided for herein, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word "herein" might be a word of limita-
tion. I do not wish to do anything indirectly. I therefore will confine 
my motion at present to moving to strike out these two lines, and I 
propose afterward to conform them to the action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in 
line 801, the following words: 

Steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va
lorem. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order on that. It is certainly 
not the rule that the Senate may omit ''specially '' and ''in this act," 
which have no meaning without restriction, and then undertake to 
strike it out. As I understand, the amendment is to strike out "steel 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 percent. ad va
lorem," and to insert another form of words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is to strike out, and 
not to insert anything. · 

:Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the amendment was to strike out and 
insert. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such was the suggestion, but it was 
modified. 

Ur. COCKRELL. Then the Senator· ft·om Ohio mo•es simply to 
strike out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He mo•es to strike out the clause. 
:Mr. SHERMAN. With a view afterward to insert the clause. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Chair, I believe, has ruled on that already. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the Senator from Ohio to strike out lines 801 and 802, 
and a part of line 803 to the words ''ad valorem.'' 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BECK. The Senator from Ohio was pleased to say a little while 

ago tha.t 40 per cent. was substantially agreed to in regard to this par
agraph, if I understood him correctly in the midst of the confusion. I 
desired then to know the reason he had for making that assertion. We 
have had no vote upon this question as to a.rticles not enumerated, in
deed, on nothing pertaining to it, nothing looking in the direction of 
changing what the committee and the Senate had done in regard to 
~l not otherwise enumerated. We have been dealing with cogged 
ingots, blooms, and slabs made under all sorts of processes, with the 
crucible cast-steel paragraph and the variety of things that were sought 
to be changed from specific to ad •alorem rates; it has been simply a 
question whether we preferred the ad valorem of 40 per cent. to anum
ber of specific duties that had been imposed, to wit, fi•e-tenths of a 
cent a pound in one class and 2 cents in another, and so on. 

The change of classification sought by the first amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio in regard to crucible steel had no connection at all 
with "steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act." It 
was for that reason I asked why it was intimated by him that the Sen
ate had already substantially agreed to 40per cent. on this paragraph. 
The Senate bas not even looked at it. The law under which we are 
now living provides for steel not specially enumerated or provided for 
30 per cent. ad valorem, and all the manufacturers who had been liv-

ing under the present law from the time it was enacted in 1861, and 
increased in 1863 and 1867, up to the present time, at the time the pres
ent law was passed, when the t;:Lx on steel not otherwise enumerated 
was fixed at 30 per cent., they were paying income taxes; they were 
paying 5 per cent. upon their manufactures; they were bearing all the 
burdens of internal-revenue taxation, all of which was removed from 
them fifteen years ago. A tariff commission was appointed to reduce 
taxes, and that tariff commission reported that the abnormal war taxes 
ought to be greatly reduced, and that they had reduced them from 10, 
from 20, from 30, and from 40 per cent. ad valorem, and in many in
stances up to 50 per cent. 

I suppose even the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will not · 
claim that I am seeking to destroy any factory eitherwith kerosene oil 
or by avoiding to tell who did it, if the present law is sought to be re
tained as to all the unenumerated articles of steel, especially after the 
burdens have been removed of income taxes, of taxes upon manufactures,. 
upon licenses, and all the thousand burdens that were subjected to in
ternal taxes, as we do not ask to reduce the present bounty but seek 
only to allow it to remain as it is. 

Now, the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is to increase the pres
ent tax 331 per cent. above the present law, or from 30 to 40 per cent. 
ad valorem, and I suppose we are all to be told that instead of reducing; 
taxes, nnless we impose 33! per cent. additional burdensupon the peo
ple for the benefit of the great iron-masters of the country we are going. 
to close their establishmentq, although for twenty years they not only 
have been content with that rate but have agreed that they could sub- · 
mit to a. large reduction on present rates. 

It was for that reason I desired that the yeas and nays should be
called, and it was for that reason that I asked the Senator from Ohio 
what authority he had for saying that we had substantially settled the 
unenumerated articles of steel at 40 per cent. by any vote we hadgiven. 
when we were simply seeking to get clear of specifics based upon ad 
valorems in two clauses relating to steel that had no connection with thtt 
unenumerated articles of steel. I do not want any misunderStanding: 
about this matter. It is a proposition to increase the present tariff tax- _ 
ation 33! per cent., and there is nothing else in it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me
for a moment? 

Ur. BECK. Yes, sir. 
~Ir. McPHERSON. _ I understand the Senator to say that the judg

ment of the Senate has not been pronounced upon a certain steel schedule
in which it has cast a vote in favor of 40 per cent. ad valorem. All 
other steel not enumerated in this aetunderthe bill as it now stands, I 
believe, is 30 per cent. ad valorem. I want to ask the Senator from' 
Kentucky if steel of the same quality-exactly the same steel-should· 
assume a form that it would not come in under the enumeration, why 
that steel should come in at a less rate of duty than the steel specially 
enumerated? In other words, a bloom, an ingot, a billet, has a certain 
form and it ma,y be of a. certain quality. Suppose another a..rticle of" 
steel not of the same form, and it need not necessarily be of the same 
form, but of the same quality would not come under that particular 
designation, does the Senator propose to let that article of steel, because· 
it does not exactly correspond with the described article, come in at 10· 
per cent. less? Is that the idea.? 

}.Ir. BECK. The idea is, as I understand it, that it was better to.· 
pronde for the products of these new processes, the Bessemer, Siemens
Martin, Thomas-Gilchrist, and others, up to a certain rate, 40 per cent. 
ad valorem, than to have a valuation of five-tenths of 1 cent a pound, 
or to have specifics based upon ad valorems as they rise in value, and as
to the lower grades that it was better to have an ad valorem of a cer
tain rate; but the Senator will see that in the amendment he offered it 
is ad valorem up to 5 cents a pound, and then specific based upon ad 
valorem, and above another point which has no sort of connection with 
steel not specially enumerated. Some of the articles that we have · 
enumerated may, indeed do, come in now below 30 per cent. ad valo
rem, and the idea is upon all those articles not otherwise enumerated 
not to increase the present taxes, but to allow them to come in now as . 
they always have done, at 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then the Senator's idea of a just average both 
of ad valorem and specific will be below 40 per cent. 

Mr. BECK. It may or may not; I do not know. No man can tell 
under sperifi.c duties what ibis. We ha•e allowed, for example, at the
end of this schedule all manufactures not specially enumerated com
posed of steel, iron, copper, or zinc, or anything else, 35 per cent. ad 
valorem. Even many of the iron manufactured articles are at % per · 
cent. now, and the steel not specially enumerated under the present 
law is allowed to come in at 30 per cent. I propose that it shall remain. 
there. I do not propose to increase taxes. 

Mr. 1\IcPHERSON. The Senator from Kentucky will not fail to no-· 
tice that while we have made a certain kind of steel val ned at less than. 
5 cents a pound subject to a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem, we have
made another quality of steel. subject to a duty of 2} cents a pound, 
and we have made another and a higher quality of steel subject to a; 
duty of 3} cents a pound; and if the average of those qualities spe
cially enumerated provided for in the comprehensive amendment offered 
by the S~atw· ~om Qhio will come in at less than 40 per cent. ad va-
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lorem, then I will say there is some force to the objection of the Sena
tor from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. Does not the Senator unde~nd very well that under 
the provision as to 11 cents and over, one of his amendments, whenever 
steel is imported worth 12 or 13 cents a pound, 3 or 3} cents a pound 
is less than 33 per cent.-yes, less than 30 per cent.? Eve1'j'thing has 
been enumerated that human ingenuity could possibly find out or name. 
All we desire is that it shall remain as it is under the existing law, that 
steel in any other form shall remain as it is now, and that the tax upon 
it shall not be increased. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But you propose to pay a premium for invent
ive genius on the other side to devise some way to get in steel here not 
specially enumerated. 

:Mr. BECK. I propose to give the people of this country who have 
to sell a large portion of what they raise on their farms abroad, cer
tainly 70 per cent. of all their cotton, 40 per cent. of all their wheat, 
and certainly half of their bacon, a right to buy what they need at 
something like a decent rate; and when it is known, as the tables show, 
that the value of all the labor in all the iron and steel works in this 
country is under 20 per cent. of the value of the product, surely 30 
per cent. tax upon the man who seeks to invest the proceeds of what 
he has sold in something he must have, being 10 per cent. more than 
all the labor paid by the manufacturers, yes, 15 per cent. more, ought 
to be enough bounty on things that have not been found out so as to 
tax them specifically. There are verymany things in the bill that are 
under 30 per cent. as well as articles enumerated. I can turn to them 
by the dozen, but I do not care to do that. For example: 

Mill-iron and mill-cranks of wrought iron, and wrought iron for ships, steam
engines and locomotives, or parts thereof, weighing each twenty-five pounds or 
more, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

So with many other things. All I ask is why the present duty should 
be increased upon those unenumerated articles when everything has been 

. numerated that was thought to need protection? Wherever a man 
could be found who had anything that he desired to have named at the 
highest price, he claimed all he could for it and has generally got it. I 
only seek to have the present rate of taxation retained as to these things. 

Ur. SHERMAN. I again repeatthattheSenate by the vote already 
taken substantially decided this question. It is not to be presumed, 
I say, in behalf of the Senate and its honor that the Senate will so frame 
a tariff bill as to invite a constant fraud and evasion of it. When the 
Senate decided that 40 per cent. ad valorem on steel was a fair and rea
sonable rate, whether for revenue or protection, they meant it to apply to 
all forms of steel, by whatever process made or by whatever name known. 
Why should not they apply to any form of steel? What rea..<IDn should be 
given why a lower rate of duty should be put upon steel that may 
. be christened by a new name so that it may be allowed to come in 
at a lower rate of_ duty? If you invite this evasion of the law, peo
ple who make steel in Scotland will call some new article, some new 
brand of manufacture, a Scotch blast instead of a bloom. 'J'hey evaded 
the old law by calling a new form of steel a bloom instead of a bi.I!-et, 
a bar instead of a rod, and in that way evaded the tariff law. 

It follows as a matter of course, if we intend to be fair and right, that 
a corresponding duty should be put upon all forms of steel, and that no 
temptation should be held out to foreign manufacturers to evad~ the 
laws of the United States by the invention of a new name. To show 
that my proposition, or the proposition which I intend to make as a 
substitute, does not include this, I call the attention of the Senate to 
this matter. The Finance Committee reported on all articles of steel 
not enumerated a duty of 3 cents a pound. That was the provision 
in the bill as it was reported to us. I may say if we were at liberty to 
talk about it that the Senator from Kentucky agreed to it, because it 
was reported just as the rest of it, at 3 cents a pound. 

:Ur. BECK. I opposed the bill in the beginning, and avowed that 
unless it was materially changed I never would vote for it. The Sena
tor from Ohio has a wonderful faculty for forgetting. 

lli. SHERMAN. I suppo e the Senator from Kentucky is alone of 
all members of the Senate at liberty to change what has been proposed. 
I suppose that he has a monopoly, and it is a right which he has that 
he can propo e amendments because he was opposed to everything. So 
he was, and I say that if the Senator could make a bill he would make 
a free-trade bill, judging him by the standard he has propo ed. 

I want to show that this does not increase the pre ent duty. We 
have got under the present law an importation of $5,744,512 worth of 
steel imported under this clause ''steel in :111y form not otherwise 
enumerated." The duty collected on that steel was Sl, 723,353, and 
the Finance Committee reported us part of the provisions of this bill 
that all unenumerated kinds of steel should be taxed at the rate of 3 
cents per pound. I do not care which of these is adopted. It ought to 
be either 40 per cent. ad valorem, the same rate that the Senate has by 
a vote fixed upon other forms of steel, or it ought to be put: as it would 
be better to put it, at a specific rate, so that it would completely cover 
all forms of steel hereafter devised. We should not invite fraud; we 
shoulu not seek to make evasions of the law or frame our laws so that 
any ingenious man, not an inventor, but a foreign manufacturer, a for
eign producer, working in foreign countries, should ride through and 
disregard our 111-ws, Jf we are to have 40 per cent. let it apply to all 

steel; but I prefer, a.s in the amendment that I shall offer, to fall back 
upon the report of the committee and say 3 cents a pound, which is th·e A 

exact equivalent of the present duty now levied by law. 
As a matter of course these newly-invented forms are sometimes of a 

higher v.alue, but still wishing to make a general specific rate apply to , 
all, ifthese words are stricken out, and theyplainlyoughttobeaccord
ing to the vote just taken, I will move to substitute the clause with 3 
cents a pound added, precisely as reported from the Committee on Fi- • 
nance, and that will make no increase of the present rate of duty and 
there can be no pretense of increase, because it will be exactly the rate 
at which these articles to the extent of$5,000,000worth have been im
ported under the present law. 

I hope, therefore, that the amendment will be agreed to. I under
stood this amendment, as in substance embraood, not in words, because · 
I knew that changes would have to be made afterward, as was stated, 
but in substance really acted upon. 

~Ir. COCKRELL. How much would this clause cover? What was 
the importation of the past two years covered by the clause you desire 
to insert? 

~Ir. SHERMAN. We have covered by the clause that has been . 
adopted all forms of steel now known, but there may be new devices. 
The Senator himself may see that some ingenious manufacturer may 
call an article not a bloom. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is the point: How much was covered bythis
gweeping clause that you propose now to insert during the past year? 
How much were the importations under that? 

Ur. SHERMAN. Five million seven hundred and forty-four thou
sand :five hundred and twelve dollars' worth; but the Senator must 
remember that the old clause provided for steel in any form not other
wise provided for, while the pending measure provides for all the articles 
that are known to have come in under that clause not otherwise pro
vided for. 

Ur. COCKRELL. In the old law there were other provisions be
sides that? That was no-t the only provision that referred to steel? 

l\Ir. SHERMAN. But they evaded those. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In the old law did they not cover all the known 

forms of steel at the time the act was passed and put that in as a saving 
clause just as you are doing now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely as we are doing now, but that very pro
vision was evaded. The duties pointed out by the existing law did not 
happen to include st.eel blooms and did not include steel bars. I read 
a while ago the provisions of the old law. 

lli. COCKRELL. I believe it did not catch cotton-ties; did it? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It was said not to include cotton-ties; but cotton

ties form a manufactured article that came in at a different rate, and. 
we have made a specific rate . 

l\1r. COCKRELL. How was it with barbed wire or that clause? 
~Ir. SHERMAN. It did so. They evaded the law in respect to that:. 

so far as steel was concerned; but blooms were the article that was in
vented. 

~Ir. President, we ought to make the laws uniform. It seems to me · 
it cannot be made plainer unless Senators want to put a lower rate or 
duty on non-enumerated articles in order to invite just the evasions 
that were made before. 

I was about to say in regard to cotton-ties that, though I may be · 
mistaken, it seems to me if I belonged to that side of the Chamber I 
would not ask for a discrimination to be made in favor of an industry 
of my part of the country. I have not in any case desired to frame a · 
law so as to give my State or my section an advantage, and I do not 
think the cotton-tie clause, although it was yielded by the Senator 
from Vermont, -is defensible on that ground. I think it ought to be · 
covered by the general provisions of the existing law; but I do not 
propose to renew that contest. . 

I do not believe it is right in a tariff law to frame laws expressly to · 
favor particular sections. I say ihat in this bill throughout the section 
of country from which the Senators who vote against the bill come is 
uniformly discriminated in favor of, and no more than in the cotton-tie 
clause. It ought not to be done; it ought not to have been done. It 
ought to have been subject to the same general law; butthathasnoth
ing to do with this clause. That is already provided for. 

~Ir. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will remember that there is a 
little iron in :Missouri as well as in Ohio. We have got enough iron in 
:Missouri to supply the world and lea-ve Ohio entirely out. 

Mr. SHER:;\1AN. Yes; and I say not only to the Senator but to the 
people of Uissouri that if 1\Iissouri and Tennessee and Alabama would 
stand by the principle of protection to American industry their mount
ains of iron planted by God, there to be worked by man, would soon 
be actively used in manufactures. There are now millions of dollars 
of capital waiting to develop those mines. 

Ur. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to ask him what would 
become of our cotton-fields and our other llo<Tricultural pursuits? 

Ur. SHERMAN. Your cotton-fields would be doubled in value. If 
you would plant there in the valleys of Alabama, along the hillsides, 
where you have abundance of coal and lime and iron ore standing side by 
side often, instead of discouraging thedevelopmentofthatindustry, you 
would give emplo rment to new laborers who would go there to develop 
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_your wealth; your cotton would be improved in value, manufactories 
would spring up alongside of the cotton-fields in every large town of the 
-South, and would convert yourcottonintoyarn, thus doubling its value 
-to your people. The first operation of the cotton manufacture changing 
the raw fiber, which is the work of agricultural labor, into the first proc
ess of manufacture, would double your cotton crop. Instead ofthat 
you are content to send the great massofyour 6,000,000balesof cotton 

• to a foreign land to be there converted into yarn, and then brought 
back here. 

If the principle of protection should be sust.ained and maintained in 
behalf of the Southern States, according to the principles of Mr. Berrien 
and the other great men whom my friend from Vermont mentioned, 
you would have cotton yarn produced there, and in time you would have 
cotton cloth produced there, and then your cotton lands would be 
doubled in value. You would sa>e all the transportation. Now your 
cotton has to be carried thousands of miles by rail and steamer to En
gland, there to be woven into yarn and brought back here again for home 
consumption. The -very cotton upon the backs of the colored laborers 
of the South, in order to be utilized for any useful purpose, has to be 
transported from Alabama to Manchester and then back again in the 
form of wtt~n cloths to clothe the laboring men. What you want is to 
bring the manufactories home to your cotton-fields, plant them in your 
towns, build up your industries, and the lands of your Southern States 
would double and treble in value. So they have done in Ohio. In the 
manufacturing regions in my State, where formerly all the crops had 
to be sent abroad to NewYork and eastward to market, where the eggs, 
the butter, the wheat, the corn, and all the variety of proq.ucts of that 
rich agricultural country were sent to New York, and the farmer got 
a small price, now the farmer gets double the price, because he sells to 
the people at home, who must consume the food he ~es. The labor 
employed in manufacturing adds to the value of the farm and adds to 
the value of the products of the farm. 
- Sir, I do not intend to make a speech on political economy. I only 

desire to come back to the point and say if you put a dut-y of 40 per 
cent. on steel in the forms now known to man, you should not tempt 
.anybody else to evade your laws by putting a lower rate of duty on the 
"Same article by a different name. That is all I deshe to say. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the people of the South now produce 
more than three times enough cotton to clothe the people of the United 
.States. They ship two-thirds of their annual crop abroad. They have 
to sell their cotton in a market where they have no control of the price. 
They are dependent for two-thirds of it entirely upon foreign consump
tion. 

When the Senator from Vermont [:l\Ir. MoRRILL] first opened this 
debate during the last session of Congress he informed the people of 
the South that they ought l<> restrict their cotton production; that they 
;were making too much; that they were overproducing, as if we had 
something else to which we could divert our attention and cut down 
eur crop of cotton. The Senator from Ohlo now says we ought to manu
facture it at home. If we could manufacture one-third of the cotton 
.at home, every pound of it that is spun and wove in the United States, 
·then what would become of the balance of it? We should have to seek 
a foreign market for that. It would be a mere transfer of the industry 
of cotton spinning and weaving from Northern to Southern States. We 
..are not in a condition now to do that. We ha>e not got the capital, 
we have not got the experience. We shall never ha>e either capital or 
experience in that country until we can get some relief from onerous 
taxation, until we can haTe some chance to lay up a little money to en
-gage in that kind of business. 

The Senator from Ohio li>es in a country fu which manufactures of 
·iron and steel have been a long time established. A great deal of capi
tal has gone into that business, put in individual enterprise and in cor
porate enterprise, but more largely the corporations ha\e been engaged 
in the manufacture of iron and of steel. He insists now, and tho e who 
.are protectionists in my part of the country insist, that we shall manu
facture pig-iron from our cheap ores and ship it to Ohio and Pennsyl
vania for the purpose of having it there converted into commodities of 
·€ommerce. One reason why this is insisted upon isthattheNorthand 
<the East have invested the larger part of their suplus e..'lfnings in rail
-ways. 

The railways of the United States to-day are more largely owned by 
persons interested in manufactures and in transportation and the means 
of getting fuel and the like than by any other class of people in the 
United States. They want the transportation as well as the privilege 
-of manufacturing our raw material, and they desire to keep us down to 
the position where we shall be mere producers of the raw material in 
iron as well as everything else. That sort of subordinate condition we 
nave enjoyed until we have nearly starved oursel\es at it. We do not 
find ourselves either eneouraged or permitted by the existing condition 
of affairs to abandon a very large and valuable area of the cotton-grow
jug country where we have the monopoly giTen to us of that product 
by the laws of physical nature. 

The cotton production in the South is due in part to its latitude and 
in part to the laws of physical geography, which I need not enter into 
a discussion or explanation of. Certain it is that there is a large area 
·Of country south of the James Rive1· in -which cotton, and only cotton, 

can be produced as a successful crop for market. We can not compete 
in the production of wheat, hemp, or flax with the Northwest. We 
can not compete in the production of corn with the great central States 
of this country, and we must rely upon that which nature has placed 
within our reach for the purpose of bettering our condition. 

How are we going to get the money, the capital, the power to go 
extensively into iron manufacturing at our own homes unless we can 
do it by some accumulation of our earnings? What we complain of 
now is that the rabid industries of the Northern States, largely capi
talized and in the hands of incorporations, demand excessive tnxation 
out of the agricultural productions of this country, and thereby cut us 
off from all means of saving money enough to en.,o-age in other indus
tries. What we desire now is that they shall not be indulged in their 
ravening for what little we can earn. 

The people of the United States will wake up some of these days to 
find that not only the cotton industry of this country has been pros
trated but that the grain ani. provision producing industries have in a 
like way been prostrated by the cormorant greed of these capitalist in
stitutions in the East, which, like the daughter of the horse-leech, cry 
"give, gi>e," continually, and which yield nothing to any other peo
ple in the world; and that, sir, in the name of American labor. When 
there are ten men engaged in agriculture to where there is one engaged 
in any other branch of mechanical industry or in mining, the claim ·is 
put up here that the one man against the ten is the American laborer, 
the'impersonation of all the rights of American labor, and unless you 
can protect him American labor must go to destruction, forgetting en
tirely the remaining part of the great laboring community of this coun
try. 

There is no one single burden which is placed in this tariff, whether 
upon iron and steel or upon any other commodity whatsoever, that does 
not impinge right upon the shoulders of the producing communities of 
the United States. They get some recompense, I grant you, in home 
markets, but still the price of those home markets, as has been ortell 
shown, is not regulated at home, it is regulated abroad. We have to 
pay the home prices for what we consume, notwithstanding -there may 
be a cheaper market abroad . 

I shall not detain the Senate by going further into this subject, but 
the remarks of the Senator from Ohio seemed to require at least that 
some Senator from the South should show that his enterprise of con
verting the South into a manufacturing country, closing up all the 
avenues to wealth and progress that nature affords us through our ~ori
culture, is one that is futile and utopian. There is no soundness in it. 
There is nobody going to be deceived by it. We understand, or at least 
we think we do, where the burden falls upon us and our way to work 
out of it; and we hold up our hands imploringly to the people of the 
United States who; by combination and confederacy, and through the 
assistance of outside congresses, are continually pooling aU of their 
issues against us, combining together for the purpose· of destroying our 
interests in the South. Weak you in the name of the Constitution 
and of the la.w of the country, and of justice and of equality, that yen 
will not place too weighty a burden upon the shoulders of men who 
have had enough ta contend with and enough to struggle against in the 
past. . 

No, ir; we shall have no prosperity in the South, that is a clear case, 
until there is some relief of taxation. Here you have cut down the 
burden of-what? You have cut down the number of dollars that you 
get into your Treasury, but you increa e the burden of taxation very 
much greater than it is under existing laws. This artfully devised 
bill, this bundle of legerdemain and trick, this wi e, intricate, involved, 
curious scheme is intended in all of its parts to bear upon the great 
agricultural communities of this country. 

Senatorsmayfancythatthepeopleof the UnitedStateshavenotgotthe 
common sense to see through it, but they are greatly mistaken. There 
are some simple propo iti.ons, a few home-spun propositions connected 
with this subject which a common mind can understand, and all the 
art and all of the logic and all of the rhetoric and fine-spun theorizing 
of Senators like the Senator from Ohio can never so far blind the peo
ple of this count;ry that they can not see through the error of his plans, 
and can never so far deter them or smother them that they will not rise 
in their majesty for the purpose of breaking it down. 

l\fr. ALLISON. The Senator from Ohio gives notice that he intends 
to offer a proposition to make unenumerated steel articles pay a duty 
of 3 cents a pound, and gi>es as a reason for this suggestion that the 
Committee on Finance so reported it. I trust he will not offer that 
amendment but will offer ail amendment to place unenumerated arti
cles upon the same basis as articles enumerated by the amendment al
ready offered by him and agreed to in the Senate. _ 

When this question was up before I made a motion that unenumer
ated steel should be inserted at 2~ cents a pound instead of 3 cent ; and, 
as I remember, the Senator from Delaware made some objection to that 
for the reason that high classes of steel would come in at a low ad va
lorem while steel in its ruder forms would come in at a high ad va
lorem. Thereupon, I think at the suggestion of the Senator from Dela
wai·e, I modified my amendment so as to allow this class of steel to come 
in at 30 per cent. ad \alorem, and that is the present law. All till
enumerated steel comes in at 30 per cent., as I understand, and we find 
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by turning to the tables ofl~ ye::tr that there 'Yas a very large amount 
of steel so imported. That mcluded almost entirely lo:v gra~es of ste~l, 
such as blooms and other articles. Steel rods for fencmg-wrre come m 
now at 30 per cent. ad valorem. Am I not correct in that? I appea1 
to the Senator from Ohio. 

:Mr. SHERMAN. I think so. 
:Mr. ALLISON. Steel rods for fencing-wire come in at 30 per cent. 

a.d valorem· steel blooms come in at 30 per cent. ad valorem; but now 
in this bul we have enumerated every known thing. As Jl,lr Oliver 
stated before the committee when he was inquired of in reference to the 
rate on unenumerated steel, everything known to the trade was enumer
ated in the bill as proposed by the Tariff Commission. This is an om
nium gatltenun clause that is inten~ed to reach aryicles not spe?ffically 
described; but by goin(J' over the bill for a long tu;ne and making s:pe
cific rates on the motion of the Senator froJl?.. Ohio, we have now m
cluded m~re than two-thirds of the importations of steel at an ad va
lorem rate. The clau e inserted this morning will, in my judgment, 
include two-thirds of all the imported teel that will come into this 
country. So, having fixed this universal ad >alor~m upon~ great num
ber of articles it seems to me it would be manifestly unJust to keep 
the rate at 30 per cent., because then new modes and new proc es will 
be invented for the >ery purpose of a>oiding this mte of duty. 

Jl,lr. ED~IUNDS. The 30 per cent., if the Senator will pardon me, 
is the present law on non-enumerated steel. The a.mendment agreed 
to by the last >ote of the Senate, if I am correctly informed, diminishes 
the rate of duty from the present la.w so that the enumerated steel is 
brouO'ht nearer into proportion with the non-enumerated steel of the 
prese~t law than it was before. If, therefore, we have reduced the rate 
on the enumerated steel, whether you call it ad valorem or specific, why 
should we increase the rate on the non-enumerated steel? 

Jl,fr. ALLISON. That is a >ery excellent statement of a reason for 
not increasing the rate on non-enumerated steel if we ha.ve reduced it 
upon enumerated steel. We have undoubtedly by the vote taken this 
morning reduced the duty on some classes of enumerated steel, but we 
have in my judgment increased the duty also upon some other classes 
of enumerated steel. 

J~Ir. ED~IDNDS. But the general result is a reduction. 
Ur. ALLISON. That there are greater reductions than increases 

I a,m not prepared to say · but it seems to me if we are to make any ad 
>alorem we ought to make one that will nearly correspond with the ad 
valorem already in the bill. We have prepare~, as _the_ Senator from 
Vermont will see, for a large number of articles m this bill that ar~ to 
-come in at 40 per cent. ad valorem. I can not see :why, t~t ~emg 
true we should not allow the non-enumerated steel, if there 1S likely 
to b~ any such, to come in at the same "rate. . . . . 

J~Ir. BECK, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio m his glowrng 
.eulogy on American labor took eccas:ion aga~ to intimate that I :was. a 
general obstructionist and th..<t.t upon my motion the gate oftaxat10n m 
this paragraph was cut do';D· M: nearly everything_vicious in the e~es 
of the friend of monopoly m the bill seems to be attributed to me, I m
tend to keep the truth spread on the RECORD, so that it shall meet all 
the charges. 

This motion to make this tax 30 per cent. was not made by me, nor 
was it advocated by me, nor did I say one word about it, though I 
-a!rreed to it and approved it. The RECORD shows what took place. It seems t8 be necessary to keep reading the RECORD to prevent bold 
-assertions from being assumed to be fucts. On the 30th of January 
{page 58 of the RECORD) the follmving proceeding took place: 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from New Jersey think that ~ess the word 
•• quality" is inserted there wiJI be orne trouble about the higher grades of 

.sti~~: l\IcPHERSOY. In t.he former ections we provide for steel of a certain size 

:an~r~~~~~;!gJt~~n I submit to the Senator from New Jersey that the way to 
correct i to strike out "in any form" and say: 

"Steel not pecially enumerat-ed or provided for in this act, 30 percent. ad >a-
'lorem." 

I think that covers everything. . . 
l'lll'. McPH:ERsoY. I think the use of that phraseology 1s entuely unnecessary. 
1\Ir . .ALLISON. \\Tell, strike out" in any fo~" and ~Y: • 
" t.eel not specially enumerated or pronded for m th1s act, 30 per cent. ad 

valorem." 
1\Ir. IcPHER.SOY. I kave no objection to striking out those word . Perhaps 

that would be an improvement on my motion. 
1\Ir. ALLISON. I suggest, then, t.he striking out of the words "in. any form." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment JUSt suggested 

by the Senator from Iowa. 
The amendment was agreed to. . " 
Mr. ALLISOY. Nowimove tostrikeout "3centsperpound" andmsert 30per. 

-ce~~e~R~~~~~FFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware withdraw his amend-
ment? • 

l\lr BAYARD. Yes; I think that is better. 
Th~ P.R.ESIDIXG OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 

ir ~fr.1~;;HERSON. In the whole metal schedule the commission has, I thi~k, 
very wisely adopted a spec?fic duty instead <!fan ad ya~orem duty. I should like 
1.o inquire why in this parhcularcase there lS a deVIation from that well-known 
rule which I believe to be a good rule? 

l'll;, ALLISON. Does the Senator address himselfto me? 
l'llr. McPHERSON. Yes, sir. 
Ir ALLisoN. The reason is that there is a great variety of price, for steel, de

·pendent upon the quality and grade of it. This bill provides 8 cents per pound; 
I suggested a reduction to 2t cents;. the Senator from Delaware suggested a fur
her reduction to llcents per pouna, and made a veryexoellentargumentshow-

ing why 2i cents per pound would be a vccy high rate upon a c~ass of steel that 
might be imported· and so it occurred to me that the best way IS to hold to the 
present law, which simply makes an ad valorem according to the value and 

q~~!~F.:Sm"mG OFFICER. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa [l\Ir . .ALLISON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Senator from Ohio did not say one word against it nor did he then 
think that any free-trader was seeking to close up theworkshopsofthe 
country or to destroy the business of the manufacturers; nor did he take 
occasion then to advise us, as he has done a dozen times in the last 
week, of the great desire he has to protect Ameri~n ~bor. When this 
proposition was made by the Senator from Iowa !D his pr~ence he ac
quiesced and consented to what was then done without saymg a word, 
yet to-da.y he charges upon me that I had it done to destroy American 
industry and he says he will seek to restore the duty to 3 cents a pound 
because 'as he alleges, it is the equivalent of the present rate. 
Ther~ is another assertion which I desire to meet, because that Sen

ator had examined 1\Ir. Oliver himself, the member of the commission 
who took charge of the metal schedule before the Committee on Finance, 
and we had his statement printed and laid upon our desks. The ques
tion was put to Mr. Oliver, what would be the tax upon steel at 3 
cents a pound, in these word : 

Senator BECK. Then 3 cents a pound would be about 60 per cent.? 
1\Ir. OLIVER. Yes, perhaps so. But suppose there was a new article whi?h 

would be called a "lump." This direct process might allow that to come m 
under it. 

Ur. Oliver weut on 'to say they had put the duty very high so as to 
try to exclude these articles. Mr. Oliver agreed that it was about 60 
per cent. Yet the Senator from Ohio tells the Senate he will ask. to 
insert 3 cents again in order that it may be exactly 30 per cent., which 
is the present law, when the object of fixing the rate of duty at 3 cents, 
according to the man who drew the schedule as stated to the Sena1i<?r 
from Ohio was to make it so high at 3 cents a pound as to make 1t 
prohibitocy, or at least so as to make it Pav" a rate of duty higher than 
any like enumerated article. , , 

I do not propose to defend myself particularly against that class of 
charges. I understand why they are made; it is obviously~ order to · 
throw discredit upon what I may say in regard to the reductions I seek 
to make in this bill. I am only seekiJJ.g by every fair means to give the 
people of this country a reasonable chance to buy wha.t they need at a 
fair price, and at the same time to give such incidental advantages while 
supplying the necess..1.ry revenues of this country as will enable our man
ufacturers to compete with anybody anywhere engaged in like employ
ments. I am willing in this provision to give them all they ever had, 
all they had when they had income taxes to pay, all they had when 
they had 5 per cent. to pay as a tax on manufactures when the war 
burdens were heavy upon them. The Senator from Ohio is not content 
with that. Perhaps I can tell him the reason why. I hold in my OOn.d 
one of the leading protectionist papers in this country. They have 
three of them that I often see, perhaps they have a dozen others. I 
receivethreeregularly-TheBulletin, The Protectionist, and The Phila
delphia American. I read the American regularly, because it is the 
best and ablest paper among them. It generally differs with me, I be
lieve always, but it is reasonably respectful in its disagreements. This 
is the view it takes of these matters: 

So, with reference to the tariff, every genuine protectioni t and the few gen
uine free-traders in the House and Senate are agreed that our customs system 
mu t be based on some general principle, while the two partie are of d!-fl'erent 
minds as to what that principle is. But there are a great many people ~n Con
gress who seem to be guided by no principle in the matter. The_Y are like the 
old Pennsylvania Democrat in the Lehigh Valley, who was passiOnate for free 
trade in everything but pig-iron. They are ready to vote down every duty that 
touches a commodity not produced in their district, and ready to support the 
highest duties on such as are. This is true especially of gentlemen who call 
themselves revenue reformers, and who ·e willingness for reform reminds us of 
Artemus Ward's readiness to sacrifice all his wife's relations at the shrine of 

p~~~~s:~an not acquit some who generally are recognized as prot-ectionists. 
1\Ir. SHERMAN, for instance, after failing to secure such duties as he th~mght 
should be imposed on Ohio iron, proceeded to .help ~o pull down the d~ties ~n 
articles on the metal schedule not produced m Ohio, on the plea that if Ohio 
could not get what she wanted Pennsylvania and other States should fare no 
better. For a man ofl\Ir. SHERMAN's national aspirations this was a singularly 
narrow policy. Indeed, we can understand it only as meaning that Senator 
SHERMAN has no Presidential aspirations and has accepted the defeat of 1880 as 
final. 

1\Ir. HOAR. 1\Ir. President, I rise to a question of order. 
lli. BECK. I should like to know wha.t it is. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his question of 

order. 
l\Ir. HOAR. It is a clear violation of the rules of the Senate for Sen

ators to brin(J' up newspaper articles here attacking or criticisingSen
ators by ~e. The Senator has no right to read a document which 
contains matter which he could not utter in his speech. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the rule showing it is not 
in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
indicate the rule. 

Jl,lr, HOAR. It is the universal rule. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is perfectly in order. It is no reflection upon 

the Senator from Ohio. 
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Mr. INGALLS. The universal law in parliamentary bodies is that 
no member shall be alluded to by his name. 

:M:r. HOAR. That is it exactly. 
Mr. INGALLS. He must always be designated by the State or dis

trict from which he comes. 
Mr. BECK. I will quit reading it. 
11:1r. INGALLS. The Senator from Tennessee who occupies the chair 

is aware of that, of colll'Se. 
Mr. BECK. I will not read any more if anybody thinks it is a viola

tion of the rule. I did not suspect it. That is the ablest paper published 
in the interest of the protectionists; and when the Senator from Ohio 
states that he has been for keeping up this metal schedule all through, 
I read his own speech in behalf of the amendment made by the Senator 
from Georgia, in which he used substantially the language used in that 
paper, that if they can not get pig-iron and any other interests protected 
up to the point that he desired he was not going to aid the great cor
porations, as he called them-and he denounced them again the other 
day-to get what they wanted. Now he has changed his mind. I do 
not know whether it was because of the threat in that paper that he 
thought itwas best to turnnowand look to Pennsylvania and the great 
iron-masters in order to show them that he had not abandoned them as 
they thought he had. It may be that he has some aspirations that he 
is now so zealous for putting up the rates that he was equally zealous 
in putting down three weeks ago. 

When I am told that I am working in the interest of men who are 
importers and others in seeking to tear down and destroy the manu
factures of this country I am stopped when I venturetoassertthatgen
tlemen are more inconsistent than I in now seeking to raise duties above 
the present rates when theysatsilentlybyorhad themselves advocated 
those amendments reducing taxes that are now in the bill, simply be
cause telegrams came from Ohio and from Pennsylvania iron-masters 
ordering their friends to defeat the bill unless those increases are given. 
We have been told over and over again, in violation of all the rules of 
the Senate, by the Senator from Ohio, what theHousehaddone, and how 
wiseitsactionhasbeen, and how foolish we were; and theSenatorfrom 
Massachusetts sat by his side smiling at his attacks upon this side of the 
body and never ventured to call him to order, but I am to be called to 
order when I read a newspaper article from a leading protectionist pape1· 
of the country complaining of the inconsistency of these gentlemen. 

Why did not the Senator from ll!assaehusetts think about his ques
tions of order when he heard the Senator from Ohio tell the Senate 
that our whole schedule was made up foolishly and that the wisdom of 
Congress was concentrated in the House bill, led by the great, I was 
about to say by the father of pig-iron-he prides himself in being so 
called-and that we had to follow and a{}opt the views of the House or 
he would defeat the bill? .All that tirade was in order; all that was 
in perfect accord with the views of the Senator from Massachusetts as 
to orderly proceedings. He did not then call for the enforcement of 
the rules, but he calls for order loudly now when I am attacked, first 
by the Senator from Vermont and then by the Senator from Ohio, and 
attacked for doing what I did not do, either in regard to the cogged 
ingots which, one or both said, I had stricken down when it was done 
by the Senator from Georgia, who was the ally of the Senator from 
Ohio in all those reductions, or in regard to the 30 per cent., which 
was done on motion of the Senator from Iowa with his assent. 

I care nothing about newspaper articles, and I make no attack on 
men; but when I am attacked and the truth is on my side I intend to 
sh()IW what the truth is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], on -which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let the question be stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary "Will report the amend

ment. 
The .ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 801, 802, 

and 803, in the following words : 
Steel not specially enumerated or pronded for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va

lorem. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll . . 
Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I would vote with 

a great deal of pleasure ''nay'' in this case if I were not paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [1\Ir. HARRISON]. 

~h·. UcDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [l\Ir. SAWYER]. If he were here, I should 
vote "nay." 

l\Ir. SLATER (when his name was caJ.led). On this question I am 
paired with t-he Senator from Louisiana [l\Ir. KELLOGG]. If he were 
here, I should vote "nay." 

The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from New York [:Mr. 

LAPHAM]. I f he were here, I should vote "nay." 
:Mr. PLUMB. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. 

VEST]. If he we1·e present, I should vote "nay. n 
1\Ir. BECK and Mr. COCKRELL. He would vote "nay." 

Mr. PL U:MB. On the assurance of his colleague that he would vote 
"nay," I will vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Georgia [:Mr. BARROW]. Ifhe were present, I should vote "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Anthony, 
Cameron of Pa., 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 
Dawes, 

Beck, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Coke, 
Davis ofW. Va., 
Farley, 

Barrow, 
Bayard, 
Blair, 
Brown, 
Cockrell, 
Davis of Dl., 

YE.AS-29. 
McMillan, 
1\IcPherson, 
Miller of Cal., 
Miller ofN. Y., 

Frye, 
Hale 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Jones of Nevada., 
Logan, 

1\litchell, 
Morrill, 
Platt, 

George, 
Gorman, 
Grover; 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 

Edmunds, 
Fair, 
Ferry, 
Garland, 
Groome, 
Harrison, 

NAY8-28. 
Johnston, 
Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Maxey, 
Pendleton, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 

ABSENT-22. 
Kellogg, 
Lamar, 
Lapham, 
McDill, 
Mahone, 
Morgan, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

RollinB, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Tabor, 
Windom. 

Ransom, 
Vance, 
VanWyck, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
SawYer, 
Slater. 

Mr. V .AN WYCK. I desire a vote on the amendment I offered a few 
days ago. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I shouldliketoinquireifmyamendmentisnot 
next.in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentsofwhichnoticehas 
been given will be considered as they are called np or presented. 

Mr. CONGER. I rose to offer an amendment just before the other
was disposed of, and I wish to be recognized at some time. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenatorfromNebraska[Mr.VAN 
WYCK] is recognized, and calls up an amendment of which he has. 
heretofore given notice. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
will be reported. 

The .ACTL.~G SECRETARY. In line 918, it is proposed to strike out 
"$1" and insert "50 cents;" so as to rea{}: 

Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, whitewood, syca
more, and bass-wood, 50 cents perl,OOO feet. 

1\Ir. V.AN WYCK. Mr. President, Idonot desiretosayasingleword 
in regard to the merits of this matter; neither do I desire to be understood 
as asking the Senate to change a vote which had been deliberately 
given, bnt the Senate will readily see that this propo ition is entiTely 
different from the proposition voted upon in Committee of the Whole. 
I have discovered, of course (and therefore I will not undertake to call 
for a repetition of the vote upon that proposition), that there is a vast 
deal of repugnance upon both sides of this body to having any matter
positively put upon the free-list. That was a proposition voted upon 
in Committee of the Whole making lumber entirely free. This prop
osition is to meet the objection of some gentlemen who felt compelled 
to vote nocrainst the proposition because they were voting steadily, they 
said, for a tariff for revenue; therefore to put lumber upon the free-list 
was to take away the little revenue we were collecting from that branch 
of the tariff. To meet that objection I have offered the amendment in 
the interest of the revenue and in the interest also of the persons using. 
this article. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to take up any time. I believe and 
hope that the Senate will adhere to its vote. Certainly it can not with 
any fau·ness seek to reduce this duty, which is not more than 10 per· 
cent. now, a smaller rate than is found upon any other of the great 
products of .American labor. 

Mr. V .AN WYCK. .And upon a product which needs it certainly. 
less than any other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VANWYCK]. 

Mr. VA...~ WYCK called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
l\Ir. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from .Arkansas [1\Ir. GARL.ll.-n]. If he were here, I should vote 
"nay." 

Mr. 1\IORGA.....""f (when his name was called) . I am paired with the
Senator from New York [l\fr. LAPII.A.M]. I should \Ote "yea" if he
were here. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. VANWYCK (when Mr. SAm.-nERs'snamewascalled). I desire
to state that my colleague [Mr. SAUNDERS] is paired with theSena,tor 
from Louisiana [l\Ir. KELLOGG]. If here, my colleague would vote
"yea." I desire also to state that he is detained at his room by sick
ness. 

:Ur. W A..LKER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. Otherwise I should vote '' yea.'' 

The roll-call was concluded. 
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111r. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [lli. BAR

ROW]. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I am yai.red with the Senator from Indiana [1\Ir. 

HABRISO~]. If I were not so paired, I should vote ''yea.'' 
The result was announced-yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 

Beck, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Coke, 
J)a.vis of Ill., 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Anthony, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Con~er, 
DaVIS ofW. Va., 
Dawes, 
Frye, 

Farley, 
Hampton, 
Harns, 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 

George, 
Gorman, 
Hale 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
.Jonas, 

YEAS-20. 
.Johnston. 
.Jones of Florida, 
1\Iaxey, 
Pendleton, 
Plumb, 

NAYS-30. 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Miller of Cal., 
llliller of N.Y. , 
Mitchell, 

.Tones of Nevada, 
Logan, 

Morrill, 
Platt, 
Ransom, 

ABSENT-26. 
Barrow, Edmunds, Hill, 
Bayard, Fair, Kellogg, 
Blair, Ferry, Lamar, 
Brown, Garland, Lapham, 
oCa.mden, Groome, McDill, 
<Jameron of Pa.., Grover, :Mahone, 
<:Jockrell, Harrison, Morgan, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Pugh, 
Vance, 
VanWyck, 

~~. 

Rollins 
Sewell,' 
Sherman, 
Tabor, 
Voorhees, 
Windom. 

Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Slater, 
Walker. 

1\Ir. VAN WYCK. In that same connection I offer another amend
ment on line 920, page 42, to strike out "$2" and insert "$1 ;" so as to 
read: 

All other articles of sawed lumber $1 per one thousand feet, board measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
-of the SeJtator from Nebraska [:Mr. VANWYCK]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The amendment which we have just voted on 
was in regard to hemlock and some other species of lumber on which 
.according to the present law there is a duty of$1 a thousand. This is 
in regard to pine lumber, rough lumber $2 per thousand. It is a dis
tinct proposition, and I ask for the yeas and nays. I wish very much 
to emphasize, if the Senate will excuse me for a moment, the desire at 
least of this body as to the extent to which they propose to go in the 
reductions of the burdens upon the American people by taxation of this 
kind. 

I would not say a word in regard to this matter except for the un
weaning desire on the· part of some gentlemen who are especially rep
resenting this interest to throw certain obstacles in the way to prevent 
the expression of the opinion of an individual who would favor this 
amendment by his vote were he here. I desire to know whether there 
was anything in the declaration of the Tariff Commission that the war 
tariff should be reduced; whether there was anything in the declara
tions of gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber who vote steadily for 
the highest rates of duty; declarations heretofore made that they de
sired some reduction in taxation. For that purpose I have offered both 
this and the preceding amendment, that the great portion of the Ameri
can people who purchase this article shall be relieved from this tax. I 
want, in the first place, to have it emphatically and distinctly under
stood whether it is intended by any means that the people shall be re
lieved of any of their burdens. If so, from what can they be more 
properly relieved than from the tax on this article of lumber, which is 
fast disappearing from this country, which requires no protection for 
its support, and which has been probably the most remunerative of all 
the industries protected in this bill or outside of it. For that reason I 
.(iesire the yeas and nays. 

111r. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BROWN (when lllr. BABROW'S name was called). On this 

.question I understand my colleague [Mr. BARROW] is paired with the 

.Senator from New Hampshire [lllr. BLAIR]. I understand the pair 
xuns for the day on all questions that may come up during the day. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
t he Senator from Indiana [1\Ir. HARRISON]. 

Mr. ED~IUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
.Sena-tor from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am generally paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR], but I reserved the 
r ight to vote on this question. I therefore vote "yea." 

Mr . .MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
.Senator from New York [Mr. LA.PI!AM]. 

11-Ir. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
t he Senator from Wisconsin [l\fr. SAWYER]. If he were here, I should 
vote ''yea. ' ' 

Ur. VANWYCK (when 1\fr. SAUNDERS's name was called). My col
league [Mr. SAUNDERS] being confined to his room by illness, I desire 
to say in his behalf, because he has been misquoted in the press and is 
attempted to be misquoted by gentlemen on this floor who know noth
ing about it and who have undertaken to pair him so that he could not 
.giv ~ expression to his opinions, which have been called in question--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that no debate 
is in order during a call of the roll. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say--
111r. CA.l\IERON, of Wisconsin. State how your colleague would 

vote. 
lli. VAN WYCK. I will state how he is paired; he is paired in 

favor of this proposition. He is for free lumber. He is paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [lli. TABOR]. . 

lllr. TABOR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska ll\Ir. SAUNDERS]. Ifhewerepresent, I should 
vote "nay." 

lli. WALKER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [1\-Ir. HILL], otherwise I should vote "yea." 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were 
present, I should vote "yea" and he would vote "nay." 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced-yeas 
18, nays 30; as follows: 

Beck 
Bntle'r, 
Coke, 
Davis of Ill., 
Farley, 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Anthony, 
Brown, 
Cameron of Pa.., 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 
Davis of W. Va., 

Hampton, 
Harris, 
Ingalls, 
.Jackson, 
.Johnston, 

Dawes, 
Frye, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
.Jonas, 

YE.AS--18. 
McDill, 
1\Ia.xey, 
Pendleton, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 

NAYB-30. 
.Tones of Nevada, 
Logan 
McMiilan, 
1\IcPherson, 
Miller of Ca.L, 
Miller of N.Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 

ABSENT-28. 
Barrow, Fair, .Tones of Florida, 
Bayard, Ferry, Kellogg, 
Blair, Garland, Lamar, 
Call, Groome, Lapham, 
Camden, Grover, Mahone, 
Cockrell, Harrison, 1\Iorgan, 
Edmunds, Hill, Saulsbury, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Vance, 
VanWyck, 
Vest. 

Platt, 
Ransom, 
Rollins, 
Sewell, 
Voorhees, 

· windom. 

Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Slater, 
Tabor, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

l!Ir. 1\IcPHERSON. I now move the amendment that I offered, a.nd 
which is upon the Secretary's desk, to strike out all after line 788, on 
page 36, down to and including line 800 on the next page, and insert 
what will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETABY. The words proposed to be inserted are: 
There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire (except fence-wire, and 

except also tin-plates, termrplates, and tagger-tin, herembefore provided for), 
when galvanized or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of metals, by any 
process whatsoever (not including.paints), one-half of 1 cent pe.r pound in addi
tion to the rates provided in this act. On iron wire rope and wire strand, 1 cent 
per pound, in addition to the rates imposed on the wire of which it is made. On 
steel wire rope and wire strand, 1l cents per pound, in addition to the rates im
posed on the wire from which it i<J made. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It will be observed that I strike out severai 
propositions in the bill and insert others in lieu thereof. The first prop
osition that I seek to amend is: 

That wire rope and wire strand, of iron or steel wire, shall pay the same rates 
of duty that are levied on the wire of which they are made and one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound additional. 

The reason for it is that there has been no adequate provision made 
in this bill for that increased stage of manufacture of wire rope. The 
rope, for instance, that enters into the construction of the Brooklyn 
bridge has cost at least 1 cent a pound to manufacture it from the wire 
strand, and it is proposed in the Senate bill to allow for that stage of 
manufacture only one-quarter o cent per pound. 

I make a separate provision which applies to the wire. I hold in my 
hand two samples of wire in which the wire is as fine as silk, finer than 
a hair; it is woven into cables, and unless provision is made for it in 
this bill it will be possible to import that steel-wire cable or strand at 
exactly the same rate as the wire itself from which it is made. I sub
mit that there ought to be some provision made for this additional stage 
of manufacture. My own State is somewhat interested in this, of course. 
There are, I think, ten manufactories in the United States. There are 
two inN ew Jersey, one in New York, one in California, and six in Mis
souri, with a capital invested of somethinz like $4,000,000. Iron rope 
is made of the best charcoal-iron, and steel rope is made of the best 
charcoal-steel. 

As the bill is now arranged the duty is scarcely anything; there ia 
no protection whatever, and this steel and iron rope could come in at 
just as cheap a rate as the wire from which it is made. I only ask for 
a reasonable amount of increase in order that the industry may be pre-
served. . 

The other thing that I call attention to is the fact that after line 792, 
which refers to the galvanizing pro0ess of iron wire, you will observe 
in looking at the bill that the phrase~logy is very much confused, un
grammatical, and not very readily understood. I had proposed an in
crease above the rate proposed in this bill. Only one-fourth of 1 cent 
a pound is the rate provided, while I propose a half cent a pound for all 
wire except fence-wire. I except from the operation of this, fene.e-wire. 
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:l'tir. DAWES. I should like to inquire if it does not cot just as 
much to galvanize fence-wire as it does any other wire? 

.Mr. :McPHERSON. Yes; but I am making allowanceforthegranger 
sentiment. 

1\Ir. DAWES. Local prejudice! Has the Senator any other rea on 
for excepting fence-wire than that? 

1\Ir. McPHERSON. I have heard so much about the poor farmers 
in the past three weeks that I made up my mind that I would propose 
something to meet the views of the farmers. 

1\Ir. DAWES. Does the Senator say there is no reason for giving an 
additional duty upon the other wires that does not exist as to fence
wire? 

Mr. McPHERSON.. I was in hopes the Senatorwonld not press me 
quite so closely; but inasmuch as he has, I must say that I do not see 
:my reason. 

Ur. LOGAN. Does it apply to any other 1..-ind of wire except gal
vanized wire? 

1\Ir. McPHERSON. It applies to all wire used for the purpose of 
manufacturing wire cables, but as to the galvanizing process, that is dis
tinctly provided for by itself ~ my amendment. In the process of 
galvanizing 45 per cent. of the zinc used is wasted. It cost from 2 to 
3 cents a pound to galvanize it, according to the amount of zinc used. 
This bill is based, from begining to end, upon the idea that as we pro
ceed and progress from one stage of manufacture to another the rate 
should be increased. · I am sure the Senate will not refuse to allow a 
just and fair protection to this industry, the manufacture of wire cables, 
either of iron or teel, and I draw the distinction between the iron and 
steel cable by placing the duty upon one at 1 cent a pound and upon 
the other at 1t cents. . 

Mr. INGALLS. 1\Ir. Presiuent, I uppose the Senator from Kew 
Jersey intended in his exception to be very seductive and captivating 
to what he was pleased to call a local prejudice or the granger element, 
but I beg to assure him that so far as I may be considered as represent
ing in any sense a community which entert..'tins those sentiments, they 
will not be duped by the exception that the Senator offers, because there 
is no importation of fence-wire as such, and therefore the clause in 
parenthe es iS entirely without meaning and insensible. I beg the 
~enator, if he has any idea of captivating anybody by that exception, 
to omit it, because I a ure him that no one would know better than an 
intelligent farmer of the West, belonging to what he calls the granger 
element, that that coulu not have any possible effect upon the price of 
wire. They know enough to understand that wire is not imported as 
fence-wire, but that it comes in by certain gauges and that it is taxed 
according to the gauge, and therefore the exception he propo e , the 
parenthetical part of his amendment, would not have any weight at all 
o far a their interests are concerned. . 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Kansas that 
I did not use that word in any offensive sense. Being a granger myself, 
and having no special occupation other than that of farmer, I am very 
much in accord with almost anything the farmers or grangers ask for, 
and certainly my votes upon the tariff bill have all been in favor and 
support of that interest. But the Senator from Kansas will see that in 
the application or use of the words in parenthesis I excepted fence-wire; 
but I confess I have some apprehension lest all wire should come in as 
fence-wire. When I except the fence-wire it has an effect disadvan
tageous to the interest I am representing now, because by employing 
the words at all, I suppose if a large quantity of telegraph were to be 
imported into this country it would be imported as fence-wire and used 
as telegraph-wire. 

1\Ir. INGALLS. I suppose the Senator understands that -wire is not 
imported either as telegraph-wire oiafence-wire or as strands for wire 
rope; it is imported as wire of a certain gauge by number, and the 
~arty importing it can use it for what he pleases. Therefore, the dis
wction which he inserts is entirely without significance. 

1\Ir. McPHERSON. But it is a distinction which is found in other 
parts of the tariff bill. For instance you will fincl in the tobacco sched
ule a provision for tobacco suitable for wrappers. I suppose tobacco 
suitable for wra.ppers would be tobacco used for wrappers, and under 
some regulation of the Treasury Department it would be provided for 
and protected. I find in another schedule in the bill provision for dif
ferent articles imported for certain specified purposes; for instance we 
had it the other day, a provision as to the admission of yarns used for 
ca,rpets, which we very wisely struck out. 

As I said before, I ha>e no doubt this wire will come in for all pur
poses under the guise of fence-wire; yet if there is any regulation of 
the Treasury Department which can cover the case justly and equita
bly, or if any arrangement or rule can be adopted which will make 
that discrimination, I am perfectly willing to leave it in that way so 
that the discrimination may be made. 

Mr. LOGAl'f. The Senator will notice on line 794 the words '' ex
cept fence-wire" are included in the bill. 

1\Ir. McEHERSON. I know it; but. I have changed the phraseology 
so as to read: 

There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire (except fence-wire, and 
except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagger-tin hereinbefore provided for), 
when galvanized or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of metals, by any 

process whatsoever (not including paints), one-half of 1 cent per pound in addi
tion tQ the rates pro¥ided in thi act. 

Mr. LOG.A..N. Looking over the bili it strikes me that the words 
'except fence-wire" will let in almo t any kind of wire coming m 

without additional duty. 
Mr. McPHERSO~. I admit that. 
~Ir. LOGAN. Then the words ought not to be there. 
1\Ir. McPHERSON. That will be the result unless there be orne 

rule in the Trea ury Department, which! presume they can make. 
Mr. LOG~'f. I merely suggest to the Senator that in amendingthe

bW it wonJd be very well to make the rule here in Congress, and not 
leave it to be made in the Treasury Depru:tment. This is the best place 
to make the law. I did not object to that exception when it was put 
in, but I suggested to the Senator who moved the amendment at the 
time that that would open the door to all character of wire to come in 
as fence-wire without paying the additional duty. 

1\Ir. HOAR. 1\Ir. President, I do not believe that the farmersofthis 
country or the people of any State in this country are unjust, and my 
experience and observation have taught me that all these attempts to 
pander to special local interests in opposition to a general principle of 
justice on the belief tha.t-local prejudices are likely to be opposed to 
legisl...1.tion or to legislators when they do what is just and right are 
mistakes. 

Tie:e is t~ i_nd ustry, the manufacture of wire, which in almost every 
form m which 1t has been used has been one of the greatest public ben
efits of this century. The manufacture of fence-wire (which it has been 
said more than once in this debate has made it possible to use for herd
ing, for pasturing, for all sorts of agricultural uses which require the 
inclosing of land, vast spaces of this continent, the cost of fencing which 
with lumber wooden fences made them practically worthless for agri
culture) has been, as I said, one of the great benefits of the century. 

I will r_epeat what I said the other day, that the discovery of this 
barbed-Wll'e fence has so far been such a benefit to the agriculture of 
this country that the farmers save from forty to forty-:fi:ve millions a 
year in the single matter of repairs of fence , and the persons who man
ufacture this wire and own the numerous patents for this invention 
have divided on an average for the last ten years less than 8 per cent; 
annually. That being true, you have compelled them in this very bill 
to purchase the zinc in this country for the galvanizing process, which 
costs a cent a pound, and which alone enables this wire to resist the 
weather. They buy that zinc in two States. They buy 10,000 tons of 
it a year, with a protection of a cent and a half a pound, as I think we 
have left it. They buy it largely in Southern Virginia. One co:gcern 
in my neighborhood buys a thousand tons of it in ,Southwestern Vir
ginia, and buys a large amount in the State of 1\fissouri, so well repre
sented by my honorable friends on the other side of the Chamber. 
Those gentlemen hold on with absolute tenacity to the duty on zinc, 
and then they say ~hat for this invention which is an American inven
tion, and for this benefit which is an American benefit to the farmer& 
of the Northwest, they will compel these manufacturers to go out of 
business and to give all the advantage of their invention and all the 
benefit of their manufacture to foreigners by putting upon zinc which 
they use a high duty, and then refusing to them any duty whatever. 
They have asked for but one-sixthpartoftheduty you put on the zinc; 
but Virginia a.J;ld Missouri object, andnow myfi:iend from New Jersey 
finds himself compelled, against what he avows ashisown sense ofjus~ 
tice, to come in here and make this exception because he thinks there 
is a granger element which is unjust and dishonest, and which is not 
disposed to deal fairly. 

Now, you have a. right to be a free-trader of course. 1\Iany able, in
telligent, and thoughtful men believe in the doctrine of untrammeled 
and unrestricted trade between countries. You have a right to be a 
revenue reformer of course. Many honorable men in this Chamber and 
outside of it believe that our existing revenue laws are full of inconsist
encies and injustices. But no man can defend a bill in which he says 
to the manufacturers of this wire fence, ''You shall pay, you American, 
a cent and a half duty for every pound you manufacture, but the En
glishman shall bring that in without any cost to him at all, free.'' It 
is unpatriotic, unjust, unfair; and I will undertake to go to any audien('e 
or any assembly of American farmers in any State of this Union and 
rest my political future on a vote to do justice. I do not believe the 
men adequately and honestly represent any American community who 
cast their vote by the authority they conferred to do such injustice a5 
that. I do not propose for one to submit to this without at least rais
ing my voice and giving my vote in protest. · 

Now I move to strike out from the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey the exception be bas incorporated in it. 

Mr. COKE. 1\Ir. President, I hope the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts will not prevail . . I do not concur with him in the 
view expressed in reference to taxing wire fence. The class of peopl:e, 
the producers, who use this product are people who are taxed in every
thing they eat, clrlnk, and wear, in every tool and implement they 
work with, in everything they touch. They are a class -who have re
ceived no fuvors from any source, but whe ben.r upon their broad should
ers all the burdens of this Government. 

Sir, why did. not the honorable Senator from Massachusetts advert to 
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the export of this country when speaking of the farmers, and state that 
83 per cent. of the exports which preserve the balance of trade to our 
people with the world are made by the very class upon whom he de
sires to heap additional taxation, while the people for whose benefit 
this omnibus bill has been coDBtructed, ta."ting everything in the world 
that can be described and everything else that can be imagined even, 
that they fuinish only 16 or 17 per cent. 

It is this class who raise the wheat, the corn, the pork, the be~f which 
feeds this country and furnishes a large amount for export to Europe; 
who raise the cotton and wool and sugur; who raise all the agricultural 
products, without which the system of taxation that is being devised 
in this bill would simply be impossible, because there would be noth
ing for it to operate upon; yet when this raw material, this fencing 
wire, necessary in theN orthwest and Southwest where there is no fencing 
timber, to reduce to cultivation the land toraisemorecorn, morewheat, 
more beef, more wool', more everything for export, in order to enable 
the country the better to stand the enormous taxation placed upon it 
by this bill, the Senator ft·om 1\Iassachusetts moves an addition to the 
already heavy tax on this article and an additional burden to the mount
ain load already resting on the class who are compelled to use it. 

Mr. HOAR. 1\Iay I ask the Senator if he will join in putting zinc 
on the free-list? 

Mr. COKE. I decline to yield to the Senator from 1\Iassaehusett.s. 
I did not interrupt him. He can speak when I am through. 

1\Ir. HOAR I desire to ask the Senator--
1\Ir. COKE. I will give way for a question but not for a speech. 
Mr. HOAR. I did not make any such proposition. I desired to ask 

the honorable Senator if he would join in putting on the free-list the 
zinc which is to be used for this purpose? 

Mr. COKE. I voted against the tax now on zinc; and I will ask the 
Senator if he voted for the t:::tX in this bill on zinc? The Senator de
clin~ to answ-er. · 

1\Ir. VEST. The Senator from Texas is mistaken about that. The 
only motion on zinc has been on the motion of the Senator from Illi
uois to increase it. 

1\Ir. COKE. I voted aoo-ainst increasing it. 
Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. 
Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator from :Massachusetts how he voted? 
Ir. HOAR. There has never been any vote on it that I know of. 

1\Ir. COKE. There was a vote on a propo ition to increase the duty. 
I voted against it. 

M:r. HOAR. I understand that proposition was withdrawn. My 
recollection now iB that there was a proposition made which tJ!e Sen
at<lr from Missouri supported, and on being welcomed rather affection
ately by the Senator from Michigan to the ranks of the protectionists, 
he said that rather than join that army he would forsake zinc. 

1\Ir. VEST. The Senator from 1\fassachusetts is mistaken. The ques
tion came in in this way, as the RECORD will show: The Senator from 
Delaware mo>ed to decrease the duty, and upon that we had some dis
cussion. Then the Senatar from Illinois moved t<l increase .the duty on 
zinc, and on that the yeas and nays were called, and that was de
feated. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not remember about it exactly. 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have voted all the time for reductioDB; 

I have voted to put raw materials on the free-list whenever it was pos
sible to do it. I have turned neither to the right nor to the left. I have 
not regarded the interest of my own State or of my own Recti on further 
than the general interests of thew hole embrace them. I do not believe 
in thecoDBtitutionalpowerofCongre...qg to protectanything or anybody. 
I believe Congress has the right to discriminate within the revenue 
standard; but I believe it to be unwise and inexpedient to do so. I do 
not believe that you can enter upon a sy!)tem of discrimination without 
having as a result the robbery of the whole people, such as the pending 
bill, if enacted, will coDBummate. This is the inevitable outcome of 
the so-called protective policy. 

It is for this reason that I have tried to vote stl.ictly for revenue and 
against protection for any interest or any industry or any pUIO"'Uit. I 
have endeavored to favor that class who are more taxed than any other 
and who receive less benefit than any oilier from the tariff-ilie great 
Uooricultural producing class of this country. It is that class which the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts would place an additional tax 
upon by taking away the exception from the amendment of the Sena
tor from New .Jersey relating to fencing wire. 

I hope that the Senator's amendment will not be adopted. I hope 
that fencing wire will not have an additional duty placed upon it. I 

. hope that the Senate will allow the great prairie plaiDS of the West and 
Southwest to be developed to add infinitely to the wealth of this Coun
try with their annual productions, without burdening further a class of 
people whose burdens are already as great as they can bear. After the 
railroads get through with taxing their products and they pay the 
tariff tax they have barely a subsistence left, and I am opposed to put
ting an additional b.urden upon them. 

We admit raw material free of duty for the manufacturers. Fencing 
wire i"' the farmer's raw material; it is already taxed between 30 and 40 
per cent. in this bill, and this does not satisfy the Senator from Massa
chusetts. He moves to increase the duty heavily, and what is his 

reason? He says in order to protect American labor. In his judgment 
the 75 per cent. of our people who furnish all our exports, except an 
insignificant per cent., do not represent American labor. I am com
pelled to conclude that such is his opinion. The country will not con-
cur with him. · 

Mr. DAWES. :;\lr. President, what is the reason that the Senator 
from New .Jersey proposes this amendment? He says that the duty 
upon ungalvanized iron being the same that is placed upon galvanized 
iron will result in this condition and this result, that iron will come in 
galvanized rather than ungalvanized, and that the work of galvanizing 
the iron and applying to it the material which galvanizes it will be done 
abroad, and that those industries in the United States now devoted to 
that work will necessarily cease. That is a condition of things which 
he deprecates. Is it a condition of things to be deprecated? Is it worth 
while to have a condition of things that will induce our people to do that 
work, or had we better depend upon the manufacture of galvanized 
iron abroad? That is n, fair qu&.'"'tion. The Senator has answered it for 
himself in this particular. 

The Senat<lr from Ohio a few minutes ago pressed. upon us the ne
cessity of aDBwering that question in reference to steel. Where teel 
was advanced by incre!lSed labor and capital, it was the opinion of the
Senator from Ohio that an increased duty should be placed upon it. 
The whole iron schedule is based upon the same principle. Where you. 
tart ft·om pig-iron through every other advance in the manufacture of' 

iron and of steel you add to the duty. Why? Because otherwise the 
iron and the steel would come in in the advanced condition if it cost no. 
more to bring it in in that condition than in the original pig. That is. 
the principle that runs through the whole bill; that is the principle
which goverDB the amendment of the Senator from New .Jersey. It is: 
a sound principle; it ought to be maintained; no tariff bill can stand! 
without recognizing it; and whenever a departure is made from it, it 
is a premium to foreign labor as against American labor and foreigtL 
capital as against American capital. He who advocates any such prin
ciple as that advocated by the Senator from Texa:. stands up and says. 
he will offer a reward to the labor of Europe against the labor of this 
country, and he will offer a premium upon foreign capital as against 
American capital. 

The Senator from New .Jersey has pressed this with an argument which 
is unaDBwemble, and yet in his very amendment he propo. es to except 
a certain article from the application of the principle which underlies. 
his own amendment, and which runs through the entire tariff bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will bear with me a moment. My 
amendment was in deference to the already expressed will and wish oi 
the Senate in that particular. 

1\fr. DAWES. The Senator does himself great injustice in that ad
mission. The Senator says there is no reasOn for it. The Senator has,. 
inanswertomyinterrogatory, said tha.ttheveryexception thathemakes. 
is a pandering-that was his word-to the granger prejudice, as he called, 
it. The Senator, in order to carry so much of this principle as shall, 
apply to industries within his own circle of acquaintance and influence,. 
is willing to sacrifice principle and candor to prejudice, to violate the 
very principle upon which the bill itself rests; and he does this, he says, 
to pander to what he calls a granger prejudice. 

Let us look at what that is. I know the Senator does not want to 
do this; I know the Senator feels fuat it is an ungracious thing for him 
to do; but the Senator would rather have the principle itself violated if 
he can save the application of it to certain industries. I for one will 
govern my vote here, as far as I ha>e light upon this tariff bill, upon. 
the principles upon which I believe it is founded. 

I want to look at this granger prejudice as presented by the Senator 
a moment ago. lie says he wants this barbed wire excepted because 
he wants the farmers upon the prairies to take the benefit of the ad
vantage gained thereby in the fencing of their farms. He wants there
fore for what he claims this benefit, the labor of Europe, to have this 
much advantage over the labor of America; he wants the capital or
Europe to have employment as agaiut the capital of the United States,. 
and he -wants it because he says the farmers upon the :prairies can ob-. 
tain their fences cheaper thereby. Let us look at that statement. 

When it comes to be known in Europe that the barbed-wire fence 
can be imported at precisely the same rate that wire ungal vanized can, 
and that every galvanizing establishment in this country is thereby 
closed, the Senator from Texas thinks that then the manufacturers of 
galvanized wire abroad will keep their fence-wire down to the price 
where it is now. The Senator thinks that the moment he has estab
lished the monopoly abroad and the industry at home is at an end he 
secures to the farmers of the prairies cheap fence-wire. There never· 
was a greater delusion that blinded man. If the Senator was deliber
ately dete1·mined to make the price of wire fence as high as possible, 
no deuce could be resorted to more certain toproducethatresnlt. Give 
the manufacture of galvanized wire solely to the foreign producer, hold 
out to him the prom.iie and the assurance that he has the market in 
America, and the Senator from Texas will find thatitcostshimasmuch 
to inclose his farm as it did before barbed-wire fence was invented. 
The Senator from Texas forgets all along how it is that he comes to be 
able to fence his prairies for a dollar where it cost three before. He 
fails to consider that to this American industry he is indebted for th 
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·benefit, the beneficence conferred upon every farmer in the broad West 
_and Southwest and throughout this whole country the boon of saving 
. for every rod of his fcr..ce a dollar on a rod; and he is unwilling that 
the man who saved it to hlm shall have 5 cents out of the dollar. That 
is the position the Senator takes. And so influenced by his zeal and 

. conviction and bias and prejudice-so called by the Senator frorri New 
. Jersey-is he in this effort to see to it that those who conferred that 
favor on the farmers of the West shall not have 5 cents in that dol
lar in their favor, that he is willing to adopt and fasten upon this 

. -country a policy that is sure to compel him to pay to the foreign pro
ducer that dollar when the reward and the benefit is on that side; to 
the laborer on that side who works for 50 cents when the laborer on this 
side has a dollar, and the capital on that side will supply this market 

. -and set its own price. 
I do not desire any policy that will work the slightest harm to the 

farmer who has this blessing now. I desire to see his fence kept as cheap 
. as it is now. I do not believe that any policy is so sure to carry out 
-that result as the policy that will be sure to keep the manufacture in 
this country. 

The Senator from Texas talks about the burdens that are put on the 
, shoulders of the farmers in this country and how little benefit they 

have. Was he not told here the other night by the tables from the 
· Treasury Department that 33 per cent. of all the revenues of the coun
. try were collected off the products of the soil when they come in here 
- in competition with our own products of the soil; 33 per cent. of it all 
- is gathered from products of the soil brought in here in competition 
· with the products of the soil at home? 

Sir, the nation has not been unmindful of the interests of the farmer. 
It should not be. He should be recognized everywhere; he is the most 

-- important of all the important elements making up the producers of 
- this country, and I am thankful to know that the figures demonstrate 
- the justice to him of the . tariff policy of this Government. But, sir, 
woe betide the day when he shall be at the mercy of the foreign pro-

• ducer, whether it be the gatherer of the soil abroad or the mechanical 
industries abroad. Let him be independent here; let him .depend 

-, upon his own neighbors and his own. fellow-citizens here for what 
· he wants, and he will be most sure thereby to get not only the best 
~ quality· but at the fairest prices. 

Mr. COKE. Just one word in reply to the Senator from 1\Iassachu
."-setts [Mr. DAWES]. The farmers of this country are already at the 
-mercy of the foreign producers and foreign consumers for all they make 
to sell, and they are at the mercy of home manufacturers for all they 
must buy. Ifyou place a man in the power ofanotherwho buys from 

· him, and then in the power of somebody else from whom he must buy, 
I can not imagine a worse position for him to be in. The farmer'ssur
plus is priced in foreign markets in competition with all the pauper 
labor of the world; yet the Senator from Massachusetts would have him 

··penned up, a Chinese wall built around him, so that he can not spend 
the little allowed him in foreign countries for his surplus, where he 
-could get low-priced goods, but must dispose of it here, and he would 
by l~u:islation enable monopolists at home to fleece him at will, by 

.· shutting out all competition. That is the Senator's position. 
Sir, this very fencing wire that the honorable Senator desires to see 

raised still higher in price is already protected by a duty of at least 
30 per cent. in favor of his constituents who manufacture it. Is not 
that enough, without making it greater? Sir, the labor in that manu
facture does not equal 20 per cent. ; 30 per cent. duty pays back to the 
manufacturer every dollar that he expends for the labor in the wire; 
yet the Senator says that because I do not wa.nt it taxed any higher 
therefore I desire to turn the trade of this country over to foreigners. 

I am in favor of protecting the American laborer in a proper way. 
We have got a tariff that piles up taxation upon every article he has to 

· buy. Everybody knows that ninety-nine out of one hundred laborers 
-consume all their wages in purchasing the necessaries of life, and pay 
. one-half'more in this country for thenecessariesoflifethanis paid out
. side of this country, and they pa: that much more on account of the 
tariff tax; yet this very tariff that sweeps away their earnings is said to 
be enacted solcly for ~heir benefit and in their interest. Sir, there never 
was a greater fraud perpetrated in the name of an industrious and hon-

. -est and a deserving class than is being perpetrated in the name of the 
laboring people of America in this tariff. It does not protect laborers. 
No, sir; it eats up their substance; ittakes away, absorbs, theirwages, 

_ and when the difference in the purchasing power of wages in America 
and Europe is liquidated the balance is absolutely in favor of European 
wages; necessarily so, because our tariff puts everything on stilts, puts 
everything a. way up, and the laboring man has to spend every dollar he 
earns. 

:Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts that 
I desiJ:e to turn over the commerce of this country to European labor 

_ and European capital is untrue in any particular or in any respect. 
This product of barbed wire is already protected byagreateramountof 

_duty than all the labor that enters into its manufacture. If his con
stituents can not sustain themselves on it they ought to fail. 

It is cert..'l.in that consumers should not be taxed more highly for this 
. necessary article. If American labor is the object of the Senator's so
licitude I submit that the per cent. already imposed on this article is 

more than the tribute which should be exacted from four-fifths for the 
benefit of one-fifth. When it is considered that instead of being for 
the benefit of one-fifth this duty is really in the interest of a few men 
who own the capital invested in the manufacture of this article, the ar
gument is still stronger . 

This wire is the farmer's raw material and is a great factor in the de
velopment of the West and Southwestern country. It is·indispensable 
and should be as little burdened as the manufacturer's raw material, 
which in many instances in this bill has been admitted free of duty. I 
hope the Senate will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I want simply to put on record, without prolonging the 
debate, an absolute denial of the assertion which the Senator from Texas 
has made, that the protection on this product is greater than the entire 
sum paid for the labor . 

l\Ir. SAULSBURY. When this question was before us in Commit
tee of the Whole I made the motion to except wire from the provisions 
imposing an additional duty upon the metal when galvanized. The 
committee, I understood, adopted my amendment. I find, however, 
that now the word ''fence'' is interpolated, but how it came so I do 
not know. I was not here.when the question was before the Senate, 
after it passed out of committee, and I suppose the word "fence" was 
inserted before "wire" in the Senate. · 

I differ entirely from the Senator from New Jersey in sa,ying that 
this is a mere deference to a granger sentiment. In my remarks in 
Committee of the Whole I placed it distinctly upon the ground that 
the protection given to the manufacture of wire was ample to protect 
it in every shape, whether galvanized or not. You will find that wire 
rods are taxed six-tenths of 1 cent a pound-the rods out of which the 
wire is drawn. The process of drawing the wire out of the rods can 
be done very rapidly by those engaged in it. Then when you come to 
prot-ect wire-the wire of the size used for fencing purposes-the duty 
is placed at 2 cents per pound. So there is 1.4 cents protection over 
and above what is paid on the iron rod, and that I hold is ample pro
tection to the manufacture of wire, whether it be galvanized or not 
galvanized. We made an effort to get it down to 1~ cents, but it was 
unsuccessful. That proposition was defeated. 

Now, the process of galvanizing wire, I understand, is a very simple 
process. I am told that the wire is simply adjusted to a crank or a 
reel and drawn rapidly through a bath of galvanized matter, the cheap
est material of galvanizing, and that .fifteen or twenty rods at a timo 
may be drawn through this bath and passed onto the reel, so that the 
process is an inexpensive one as compared to the galvanizing of other 
metals. 

This is a matter of' very great importance to the farming interests of 
the country. The timber of the country is fast disappearing, and re
sort must be had to wire or other materials to inclose land and keep up 
the fencing necessary to protect the crops. The additional half a cent 
a pound proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to be placed upon 
this will cost the farmers a very large amount of money. 

One of the Senators from Massachusetts said the process of galvan
izing iron and making barbed-wire fencehadsavedannuallytothefurm
ers $40,000,000. .That seems like a very extravagant estimate to me, 
but it may be true. If there is that amount of fencing wire used half 
a cent a pound additional placed upon it wil'I. cost the farmers of this 
country a vast ameunt. 

In reference to the competition with galvanized wrought-iron for 
fencing wire, the Senators from Massachusetts need have no apprehen
sion, because barbed wire is patented in this country and can not be 
manufactured abroad. There is an American patent for barbed wire, 
and no foreign barbed wire can come in competition with it; but ifthis 
additional half cent is placed upon wire fencing, the Senators from 
Uassachusetts will find that they have defeated the object they have in 
view. The farmers are not going to be made tributary to the manu
facturers of barbed wire in New England or anywhere else; other wire 
will enter into competition, and I have seen long fences not galvanized, 
and I apprehend that the farmers if compelled to be tributary to the 
manufacturers of galvanized barbed wire will find it to their interest 
to defeat that attempt to make them tributary by adopting wire that is 
not galvanized, though it may not last quite so long . 

The apprehension that our barbed iron wire would be brought into 
competition with European wire is a mistake, because, as I understand, 
this barbed iron wire is an American invention and there is an Ameri
can patent upon it. I may be mistaken about that point, but that is 
my information, and if so there can be no foreign competition with it. 
The duty of 2 cents a pound provided for by the bill is ample protection 
for all that interest, whether the wire is galvanized or not galvan
ized. 

I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the Senator from N cw J er
sey will fail and that the proposed amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be denied. 

11Ir. JONES, of Nevada, addressed the Sena.te. [See Appendix.] 
ThePRESlDENTprotempore. The question is on the amendment of 

th~ Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey [1\Ir. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore . . The amendment of the Senator from 
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New Jersey will be first read, and then the amendment to the amend
ment. 

The ACTIXG SECRETARY. The amendment is, on page 36, to strike 
.out from line 788 to the end of line 800 and insert in lieu thereof: 

There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire, except. fence-wire and 
except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagger-tin, hereinbefore provided for, 
when galvanized or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of metal, by any 
·process whatever (not including paints), one-half ofl cent per pound in addition 
to the rates provided in this act; on iron wire rope and wire strand, 1 cent per 
pound in addition to the rates imposed on the wire of which it is made; on steel 
wire rope and wire stl:and, H cents per pound in addition to the rat.e imposed 

-()D the wire from which it is made. 

The amendment to the amendment is to strike out ''except fence-wire 
and except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagger-tin hereinbefore pm
-vided for.'' 

Mr. HOAR. Who moved that lust exception? I merely moved to 
trike out the words ''except fence-wire.'' 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was all the Senator from Mas

sachusetts moved. 
1\lr. HOAR. The Senator from Texas said that the protection upon 

the wire was more than the price paid for the labor. I wish to say that 
the honorable Senator is entirely mistaken in that belief. He has been 
misled in some way, because a ton Qf this wire has put into it about $70 
.additional -.alue by labor alone, as against an added protection of about 
twelve dollars and a half. 

I wish to say further that I should like to hear from some man who 
professes ::my sense of justice who resists t.his amendment. This wire, 
.as I am credibly informed, can be taken from the manufacturer in 
America, carried across the Atln.ntic, and brought back at a less cost 
than the duty which we have put in this very bill on the zinc which is 
used in the process of galvanizing it. Now, how is it possible that any 
Senator can vote for this exception? It is not a question of the amount 
of duty on wire or on the advanced products of iron or steel, but it is a 
-question of putting a duty upon the material for a particular process 
.and refusing a proportionate fradional duty to the manufacturer who 
performs that process. That is all. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have to sayinreplytotheSenatorfrom 
Massaehusetts that the census figures show that the wages paid in the 
iron and steel manufactories in the United States do not equal20 per 
~t. of the value of the manufactured products. It was upon those 
figures tlk'lt I made the estimate that 30 per cent., which is theamount 
<>f protection on galvanized wire, would pay back and more than pay 
back to the manufucturers the money expended for labor in its manu
facture. 

Ur. HOAR. But how in the world can the Senator from Texas de
rive from those figures which he states the conclusion which he drew, 
<>r anything like it, supposing them to be true. I havenotinvestigated 
them to see whether they are as correct as his citation of l\Ir. Evarts 
ihe other day. 

~lr. COKE. That was correct. 
Mr. HOAR. The citation of Mr. Evarts which the Senator made 

was shown to be incorrect in every particular byproducingtheoriginal 
the other day. But suppose it were true that the average wages in the 
iron establishments in this country bore a certain proportion to the 
value· of the product, what has that to do with the question whether 
the duty on steel wire is or is not greater than the whole amount paid 
for the labor? There is no connection between the propositions. There· 
is no possibility of inferring one from the other. 

Mr. COKE. Does not steel wire belong to the m:mufactures of iron 
and steel? 

}.fr. HOAR. The Senator might as well say because the average 
value of all the horses in this country was $100 therefore the value of 
the race-ho:rse Dexterwas only $100. It would be as reasonable a deduc
tion. One single establishment in my own city has a pay-roll of 
$1,500,000 annually in the IJ'allufa-cture ofwire. 

}.fr. -COKE. The Senator from Massachusetts speaks of an erroneous 
quotation made by me from }.fr. Evarts. I desire to say that I take 
square issue with the Senator, and assert that I quoted Mr. Evarts's 
€xact. language. I assert further that the letter itself, taken from the 
first word to the concluding word, may be read throughout and that 
there was not a word or a sentiment in any line or part of it that was 
not in consonance with the part I read. 

Mr. HOAR. So the man who left all the nots out of the command
ments quoted the exact language that remained, but he totally changed 
the meaning of the commandments. The Senator from Texas the other 
day quoted a single sentence of :Mr. Evarts from which he claimed 
that the necessaries of life abroad were less than in this country. After 
the Senator had got through with it I took that letter up nation by 
nation, Great Britain, Ireland, Scotland, and the continent, and showed 
that what he affirmed was directly the contrary in regard to each one 
<>1 them, taking the sentences before where the Senator began and the 
sentences which followed where he left off. 

Mr. COKE. Thequotation madebymefromtheletterofMr. Evarts 
was one of his conclusions derived from the testimony of all the consuls 
residing in foreign countries accredited from the United States. His 
conclusions were numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and so on, each an independent 
rmd integral proposition. It was the conclusion No. 9 in which 1\Ir. 
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Evarts stated that American laborers perform from one and a half to 
twice as much labor as the foreign operatives, and I argued from that 
conclusion and from other facts with reference to the co t of living and 
wages and other results. 

Mr. HOAR. That was because the foreign laborer was getting em
ployed his whole time; that was all. 

Mr. COKE. I amspeakingoftheaccuracyofmyquotationfromMr. 
Evarts, which has been impugned by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
I read it as Mr. Evarts wrote it, and my argument upon it was not an
-swered by the Senator from Massachusetts. He cannot escape its con
clusions, and his effort to show that Mr. Evarts was not correctly repre
sented in my quotations can not aid him, for J\Ir. Evarts's letter is of record 
here and so are my quotations, and I aver that he was exactly, in letter 
and in spirit, correctly represented, and if I am wrong nothing is easier 
thn.n to show it. I again assert, on the authority of the official figures 
of the census, that the duty now on fencing-wire, which the Senator 
from ~Iassachusetts seeks to increase, is more than enough to pay back 
to the manufacturer every dollar he pays for labor in its manufacture. 
If I am not right, then official figures are wrong; that is all. 

Mr. INGALLS. J\Ir. President, when the Senator from Massachu
setts first addressed the Senate upon this subject he was good enough to 
assure the country that the American farmer was neither dishonest nor 
unjust. That is a concession forwhich I have no doubt when he learns 
it he will be duly grateful... The Senator was good enough also still fur
ther to admit that the American farmer was intelligent and could 
neither be duped nor imposed upon by attempts to pander to what he 
was pleased to r.,all his prejudices. I agree with him also in that, but 
I beg to assure the Senator from Massachusetts that while the American 
farmer is both intelligent and patriotic he has a very decided purpose 
in view with regard to the future politics of this country. lie does not 
desire that the fires shall be extinguished in any furnace; hewouldnot 
stop the hum of the spindle nor the clamor of the forge, but I can as
sure the Senator that the American is determined to have an equaliza
tion of the burdens of government and society . 

Take this article that we are considering. The Senator says that great 
benefits have been conferred upon agricultural communitie§l by the in
vention of fence-wires. That is very true, and if the question of the 
protection that should be given to the labor in its manufacture were all 
that is involved, it is -very probable that he would not protect. But in 
the first place, you impose a duty of $6.50 per ton upon the pig-iron 
from which the steel is made. I assert, as I have heretofore asserted, 
and as I now reiterate, that there is not one ton of ore, there is not one 
pound of pig-iron imported into this country that is in any just sense a 
competitive product to any American ore east of the Alleghany Mount
ains. It is absolutely necessary to mix with the low-grade ores of this 
country for the purpose of manufacturing steel. One of the largest man
ufacturers of steel in Pennsylvania told me this morning that his plant 
for the manufacture of that product was worth more than $1,000,000, 
and that every cent that he was compelled to pay for the pig-iron that 
he imported was a direct tax upon his raw material thathe was obliged 
to charge over to the consumers of his product. 

This is the first step in this industry. Then after the wire is drawn 
and barbed the farmer is compelled to pay a royalty to the patentees, 
amounting to three-quarters of a cent or $16.80 for every ton that is 
manufactured. I am not insensible to the value of American inven
tion; but~ say that it is just that one fum in the Senator's own town, 
to which he has alluded, should be compelled to pay an annual roy
alty of $130,000 for the use of what is known as the patent on fence
wire is preposterous. The barbs upon fence-wire as a matter of fact 
are no more than slivers upon a pine fence. Barbed fence-wire one of 
the great inventions of American indu.itry! Mr. President, barbed 
fence-wire is one of the simplest of all possible applications of matter 
for the purpose of producing any given result. It is not a fence; it is 
an admonition, it is an appeal to the reasoning nature and reflective 
faculties of the animal by which he is advised that pain will follow in 
case he impinges the substance, but to saythat this ·is an application of 
genius to raw material that authorizes, entitlli~s, or justifies the continu
ance of such an extravagant impost as that upon the great agricultural 
and pastoral and grazing regions of this country for an indefinite period 
of time is simply absurd. 

~Ir. HOAR. That is not the statement, if my friend from Kansas will 
permit me. It is not the simple invention of the barb on the fence; it 
is the invention of the mechanism, of which there are some six hundred 
clifferent inventions in number, which makes that product so cheap in 
comparison with its former cost when it was hammered out or drawn 
out by hand, that a rod of this fence-wire of three separate wires can be 
made, posts and all, for 4~ or 50 cents. That is the value of the inven
tion. 

Mr. INGALLS. The inventive genius of New England has been 
lying in wait for the human race for the last two hundred years, and 
has been levying tribute upon every nation and people and country on 
the face of the earth. I have no doubt that that ingenuity can find 
abundant excuse and copious reason for e-.ery additional exaction that 
it is proposed to levy hereafter. 

When the Senator says that this is a patent, is valuable in consequence 
of the invention of machinery, how does he ohange it? Here are two 

_. 



2914 OONGRESSIONAL RECORD--SENATE. FEBRUARY 19, 

parnllel strands of wire, the simplest of all fonns of matter, drawn out 
side by side and twisted as they proceed for the purpose of enveloping 
a. barb that stands out upon either side for the purpose of admonishing 
eattle not to approach the barrier. The Senator says that that is one 
of the most stupendous inventions of human ingenuity. Not long since 
he declared that the man who invented it was superior to the great 
conquerors of England, and drew a picture of the honors that ought to 
l>e conferred upon him, statues and· monumental memorials for the pur
pose of commemorating the immense benefits that he had conferred 
upon mankind. 

It is utterly preposterous and absurd to tell any sensible man who 
uses barb~d wire for inclosing his ground that he ought to pay $16.80 
a ton to the patentees of New England for using that simple invention. 
It is the veriest nonsense that ever was uttered. But we are asked, in 
addition to the tariff imposed in the fixst plaee upon the raw material, 
then to pay this exorbitant royalty to the inventor; but afterward, 
should the amendment of the· Senator . from New Jersey prevail, we 
shall be subjected to the still greater addition of more than $33 a ton 
to exclude the product of theforeignmanufaeturer whodrawsthewire, 
and in drawing it allows it to pass through a thin bath of zinc or some 
other metal so that it may be coated to avoid oxidization. Thus there 
are three imposts, one after the other, all of them a direct burden upon 
the men who use it; but that is not all. 

These people live at a great distance from the source whence these 
articles are supplied. After they have been thus burdened with these 
three great·imposts what further occurs? They are compelled to bear 
the additional expense of a vast and extortionate sum for the transpor
tation to the ground where it is to be used. Yet those of us who live 
in the producing portion of this country, who raiseseven-eighthsofall 
the products that we export, who pay three-fourths of your taxes, are told 
that all this is for the benefit of American industry, and that we ought 
to be thankful for the opportunities that are offered us of paying these 
great impositions and bending our backs to those intolerable burdens. 

I have, as I said the other night, no sympathy whatever with the 
doctrines of free trade or of a tariff for revenue only. I know as well 
as the most stringent protectionist that to make free trade equitable 
there must be equality of conditions, equality of climate, equality of 
soil, equality of wages, equality of interest, equality of aecumulated 
capital, and equality of facilities for reaching the markets Qf the world. 
I understand all that, sir; but when you tell the producing cla.~es of 
this country that their burdens are only equal to those borne by the 
people who live in the manufacturing portions of this land, they are 
intelligent enough to know the contrary, and none of the sophistry, 
none of the blandishment, none of the poetry of the Senator from Mas
sachusetts or any of his associates upon this subject will lead them to 
believe that they are not subject-to a vastly greater sha.re of the bur
dens of this Government than they ought to bear, and they never will 
be at rest until they have secured an equalization of its burdens. 

In regard to the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey, 
-the clause that he has inserted for the purpose, as I suppose, of persuad
ing those who represent agricultural States that they can safely afford to 
vote for it, I assure him that it is a delusion and a snare. There is no 
wire imported as fence-wire; it is described in the tariff schedules as of a 
certain gauge. Certain gauges are used for fence; certain other gauges 
are used for telegraphy; certain portions are used for manufacturing 
wire rope; and to say that the definition in parentheses that fence..-wire 
flhall be free from duty would be of any advantage is simply without 
foundation, because there is no wire known as fence-wire. It can be 
imported for any purpose that the purchaser pleases. If he buys it as 
telegraph-wire it may be used for fencing or it may be used for maJdng 
wire rope. 

Therefore I can see no reason why any person, whether he believes 
in free trade or protection, should vote for that. Beyond this the tax 
that is proposed to be levied upon this product is monstrously extor
tionate and excessive. I believe the Sen::. tor proposes upon the wire to 
levy a tax of 1! cents per pound. Is that correct? 

l!Ir. McPHERSON. Upon steel wire of this character. [Exhibit
ing.] The Senator will observe that there are more than 1,000 strands 
of wire in that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let me see the amendment. 
1Ir. McPHERSON. On steel-wire rope 11- cents, on iron-wire rope 

1 cent a pound. It is a very fine quality of wire used for certain special 
purposes. 

Mr. INGALLS. "There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel 
--wire (except fence-wire, and except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and 
tagger-tin, hereinbefore provided for), when galvanized or coated with 
any metal, alloy or mixture ofmetals, by apy process whatever (not 
including paints), one-half of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates 
provided in this act." That is to say, if it is galvanized by this simple 
process of running the wire as it is drawn through a bath or solution of 
melted mQtal, it is to pay the sum of$11.20 per ton. Is that correct? 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is correct. 
Mr. INGALLS. In addition to the royalty of $16.80 to the patentee 

it is to pay the additional duty of $11.20 if it is coated or galvanized 
with zinc or any other metal. 

Mr. McPHJLRSON. And at the present price of zinc with which it 
is coated or galvanized it can not be done profitably at that rate. 

Mr. llTGALLS. I should be very much surprised indeed to leam 
that. In fact I have been advised by those who are competent to in
struct me that it is not possible that it can cost to coat t.his wire with 
zinc or any other metal in solution over one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

On iron wire rope and wire strand, 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates 
imposed on the wire of which it is made. 

That is to say e:'22.40 additional. 
JHr. McPHERSON. I wish to state to the Senator that if you take 

the wire that has been used in the construction of the Brooklyn bridge, 
for instance, to illustrate by the cost to the parties who took the con
tract to do that, it cost more than 1 cent a pound to make the wire 
from the wire strand, and unless some provision of this kind is inserted 
in the bill, you can import wire rope just as cheap as you can the ma
terial from which it js made. 

·111r. INGALLS. "On steel wire rope and wire strand 1 ~ cents per 
poundinadditiontotheratesimposedonthewirefromwhichitismade." 
That is to say, $33.60 per ton in addition to the duty upon the wire. 
I have a very profound regard for the interests of American industry, 
but I have this to say, that if upon the simple nece...~ties of daily life, 
if upon these articles which are essential to the continuation of our 
civilization it is necessary upon this theory of the protection of Amer- . 
ican labor and American industcy to impose these burdens upon the 
people who get no equivalent in return, we had better aba.J;ldon the idea 
altogether and allow these things to be manufactured abroad and come 
in free of duty. 
. Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am very sorry indeed to detain the 
Senate, to address the Senate so frequently as I h::t.ve upon this subject, 
but I ought not to let the observations of the Senator from Kansas go 
by without a single further remark. 

The Senator speaks of sophistry and the burdens upon the farmer. 
What is the proposition here so far as I have discussedit? It is a propo
sition to put a quarter of a cent per pound, three-fourths of a cent a rod 
upon wire fence, a ton of which would mak<1 about seven hundred rods, 
as an equivalent for a duty which in the same bill you have placed at 
It cents a pound., or 4! cents a rod upon the material of which this gal
vanizing process is made. That is the proposition. That is the burden, 
and that is the appeal to the justice of the farmers of America. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a part of the burden. 
11-Ir. HOAR. That is the burden which we are discussing, and that 

is the whole of it, not a part of it. You have taken this process of 
galvanizing or dipping in zinc, and you have said for every rod of wire 
fence using three pounds of zinc the manufacturer of this fence shall 
pay 4} cents of duty for his material, saying nothing about the cost of 
his putting it on, and thereupon we say give us at least an advantage 
of one-fourth of a cent a peund, or three-fourths of a cent a rod as a 
partial equivalent. The Senator from Kansas undertakes to divert the 
Senate by an argument in which he speaks of me as using sophistries, 
appealing to the justice of men talking about the duty on pig-iron. 
Does the new manufacturer of wire, does the manufacturer of anything 
in New England receive that duty on pig-iron? He pays it. 

1\Ir. INGALLS. No, the consumer pays it. 
Ur. HOAR. He pays it before he begins his manufacture of it, and 

for every ton of material there goes to the Pennsylvanian or the Ohio 
man or to the Missourian who produces the pig-iron this duty of $6.50 
advance. Then comes the next step, the Bessemer steel, the steel rod, or 
the steel bar; and that, too, is protected by a duty of 40 per cent. ad 
valorem, just placed by the action of the Senate. None of these things 
are for the advantage of the New England manufacturer; they are the 
burdens which he carries upon his shoulders when he begins his proc
ess, and how unfair, how unjust, how sophistical it is to undertake to 
allude to those things when we are asking for this simple protection! 

Mr. President, under this bill, largely made up by the assistance of 
the Senator from Kansas, largely made up by the assistance and with 
the concurrence of Senators who are voting against us, you can take this 
wire when it is made from the American workshop, carry it across the 
Atlantic, galvanize it in England, pay thefreights both ways, and bring 
it back and sell it at a less amount than the duty which you compel us 
to pay on our zinc which is used in the process of galvanizing, for the 
benefit of the zinc producers of Missouri and Southwestern Virginia and 
Illinois. I do not believe that there is a farmer on this continent who 
would think that was just. I do not believe there is a farmer on this 
conful.ent who would say that he was not willing to pay the little ex
pense of three-fourlhs of a cent a rod on IUs wire fence rather than be 
made a party to that injustice. 

In regard to another thing to which the Senator from Kansas ad
verted, I did not say and I never have said that the mere process of 
inventing the barbing of wire fence or the mere process of weaving two 
single straight strands of wire into one constituted the inventor the 
mighty benefactor of the human race. I do say that the result of this 
most intricate, delicate, and beautiful mechanism, using a combination 
of labor of the highest skill and of mQchaiism of the greatest ingenuity, · 
has been to substitute for the blacksmith hammering out the bar with 
the power of his right arm, and then taking the cold wire and drawing 
it with pinchers through a single block (which was done within the 
memory of living men at a cost probably of several hundred dollars a 
ton, I donotknowwhat the costofthewirethenwas), the reducing it by 
~isch~process by which thefencesofthis country are now furnished, 
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posts and all, for a little over 50 cents a rod-I say that is one of the 
greatest benefits conferred on the human race, and especially conferred on 
that most honorable and eminent portion of the human race who obtain 
their living by agricultural pursuits. I say that the men whose com
bined genius has produced that result in the mechanical arts of life are 
men fur more deserving of honor or of statues, or of praise in a Senate 
which represent the people of a republic, than the occupant of Blenheim 
House or of Apsley House, or any of the victories which Engillnd has 
won and has recompensed by title, and rank, and fortune. 

Ur. GEORGE. Ur. President, I desire to call the ·attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to what I wish to state, based on informa
tion acquired in business for myself and for some of my neighbors. I 
have bad some experience in the purchase of this barbed wire. I ha>e 
looked into it a little. It costs at the factories when we buy it 'at what 
is called the wholesnJe 9} or 9~ cents a pound, I do not remember which. 
I put it at 9} cents; that makes a ton of this wire cost at the factory, 
without any transportation, $212.80. 

lli. PLUMB. I know the Senator does not want to fall into an 
error, but either be bas done so or something very extraordinary bas 
occurred in his buying of this wire. The highest and best kind of the 
barbed wire sells at retail, that is by the single coil, in Kansas, for 9 
cents a pound; that is the galvanized wire. 

Ur. GEORGE. I have purchased it in Cincinnati at 9} cents. 
:Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that I have pur

chased galvanized fence wire in Texas at retn.il and by the coil, and have 
paid 11 and Ht cents a pound for it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Eighteen cents might have been paid for it, but the 
ordinary painted wire sells at 8 cents, and galvanized wire at 9 cents 
by the single coil. 

:Ur. GEORGE. I am speaking of gal>anized wire. 
lilr. PLUMB. I am speaking of galvanized wire which I have bought 

within a recent period. 
Mr. GEORGE. It costs us at Cincinnati 9} cents a pound, which 

makes $212.80 a ton. But this is the statement to which I desire 
specially to call the attention of the Senator from Uassachusetts. I 
understand from authority which I believe to be good that the machine 
which performs this wonderful work of putting the barbs on the wire 
is patented and belongs to one man, or a company of men, and that al
though there are various fuctories in the United States in which the 
barbed wire is made, there is not only a royalty paid on all that is made, 
but the owner of the patent in addition to that, I understand it to be 
the fa.ct , absolutely :fixes the minimum price at which the wire is to be 
sold; or, in other words, that those who pay him a royalty of three
fourths of a cent J>er pound are not permitted to compete with him, as 
be has a factory, too, or with others who have similar factories, in the 
markets; and that he :fixes absolutely the minimum price, below whlch 
thee manufacturers are not allowed to sell. Is that a fact or not? 
Does the Senator know whether that is a fact? 

Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator that it has been represented 
to me as be states it by those who sell barbed wire in Texas. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ifthat bethefactthis is, .ifanythingcan be, a most 
odious monopoly. It is just the same thing precisely as if there were 
but one factory in the· United States, belonging to one man or one com
pany,having the absolute power of :fixing the price at just such sums as 
the manufa-cturer sees proper. 

Ur. HOAR. How does it differ from every other .patent under our 
patent Jaws? The Constitution of the United States provides that we 
shall promote the interests of the mechanic arts, and that is one of the 
wisest and most beneficent clauses in the Constitution, by granting to 
inventors for limited periods the exclusive use of their inventions. I 
know nothing about the particular thingwhich the Senator alludes to, 
but what he sa.ys is merely a translation of that clause of the Constitu
tion which applies to every invention. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Constitution authorizes us to give the inventor 
a monopoly in the use of his patent, but he ought to be satisfied with 
that and not require of us to increase that monopoly by putting a high 
protective or a prohibitory duty upon the articles out of which the wire 
is made. One monopoly is enough; one ad>antage is enough; he has 
got that under the patent law. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator's prQposition is, if I understand him, 
as he appealed to me, I will take the liberty of interposing--

:Mr. GEORGE. Ofcourse. 
Ur. HOAR. The Senator's proposition is that whatever else should 

be benefited by protection, or by revenue with incidental protection, 
to llse the Democratic phrase, the inventors of this country are never to 
be benefited in that way. If a man has a patent, his industry is not to 

· share in the advantage of protection or of revenue with incidental pro
tection. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is not my proposition, Mr. President. 
Mr. HOAR. Whynot, will the Senator explain? The Senator seems 

to have abandoned his :first proposition, that it is a monopoly under the 
Constitution and was an exceedingly odious thing. I do not under
stand that he reaffirms that; but now he says that, while he will not 
state that, be will say that the patentee should not be advantaged by 
the protective system. At least that is what I understand my friend 
to say. I should like to see why be does not say it. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senat.or will listen he will understand what 

I mean. I meant to say that whilehehasapatentunder the laws and 
under the Constitution of the United States, I would not interfere with 
that, because he has a legal right to it; but I do say that having that 
advantage he has no right to come before the Senate and ask as a pro
tection to his industry, in order to enable.him to make more money 
than he can make out of his patent, an additional protection. I say 
his patent is a sufficient protection to him, and he ought not to have 
any more. 

Mr. HOAR. If the honorable Senator will permit me (and I would 
not interrupt him except for his appealing to me when be made the 
argument) nobody is saying that thing in this case. These people have 
a patent, or rather there have been several hundred inventions going to 
the perfection of this wonderful mechanism, so of which are still 
covered by patents and receive royalty. What they are talking about 
now is that when they galvanize their wire, which is nota patent process, 
you have no right in common honesty or common decency to say that 
they shall pay 4! cents protection for every rod they make of wire fenc
ing as an advantage to the English galvanizer pf wire without some 
little corresponding protection on their part. They say, in other words, 
that when you give them your patent, whatever justice requires, it is 
not at least decent to knock it on the head by putting 4! cents a rod 
protection in favor of the English manufacturer who competes with 
their patent. That is the proposition we are discussing now. Will 
you give us a drawback on the zinc we use? 

Ur. SLATER. How much zinc does it take? 
Mr. HOAR. It takes a pound of zinc to galvanize a rod of fence. 
Mr. GEORGE. This is a big monopoly. It is what you may call 

an extraordinary monopoly. The patentee in this case does what no 
other patentee I e>er heard of does. He does not sell the right for a 
royalty to everybody who wants to go into the market and make this 
barbed wire and allow the price to be brought down by the fair and 
op~n competition of the persons to whom he has sold the right and to 
whom he charges the royalty, but he assumes in his contract to fix a 
minimum below which these parties, however beneficial it might be to 
them and to their consumers to sell below, are not allowed to sell. I say 
that a company or a single individual who has thus secured a monop
oly under the Constitution and under the laws in the shape of a pat
ent-right, and who has thus abused, as I believe it, his patent-right by 
undertaking to fix a minimum price below which it shall not be sold, 
has no right to come before this body and ask us to impose additional 
burdens upon the consumers of this article by granting him additional 
protection. That is my idea. 

l\lr. HOAR. I should like to ask my honorable friend a question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Uississippi 

~~? . 
l\Ir. GEORGE. Yes, for a question. 
l!lr. HOAR. Suppose the Senator were himself t.o be the owner of 

a patent-right. Suppose he sold that right to use the thing in different 
States, would he permit, after he had sold the right and exacted the 
royalty from one man, another buyer of the same thing to undersell 
that person and drive him out of the market; or would he affix a rea
sonable stipulation of this kind? Is not that the universal practice 
of patentees? 

Ur. GEORGE. I understand it is not the uni>ersalpractice. I un
derstand that these patent-rights are sold with reference to certain local
ities; that a man has a right for a State or a county, or for two Stat~ 
or five States, or in thatway; but I understand that when he becomes 
the owner of a patent, after he pays the royalty, he has ordinarily a right 
to sell it at just such price as he pleases. 

Why is it-and I want an answer to this question-with his three
quarters of a cent per pound royalty that he interferes with the natural 
right of the manufacturer of the wire by fixing a price below which it · 
may not be sold, not above which he may charge as much as he pleases 
to the consumer. He has a right to charge enormous rates, enormous 
profits, but he has no right to go below the minimum. That is the. 
arrangement which has been made; and I undertake to sa.y that when 
a company which has thus got the monopoly of manufacturing so useful 
an article as barbed wire not only attempts but actually succeeds in fix
ing an arbitrary price without reference to the cost of ~he article, with
out t:eference to the cost of the labor on it, or without reference to the cost. 
of material used in it, fixes an arbitrary price below which no consumer
can ever acquire it or procure it-I say when he does that he has nO> 
right to come here and ask that we give him an additional power, an 
additional benefit, an additional advantage over the consumer. I hope. 
that the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts will no 
prevail. 

Mr. MORRILL. l\.lr. President, on the present and former occasions 
this barbed-wire question has consumed considerable time of the Sen
ate. I think it quite as dangerous to Senators as it is to stock. So far 
as I am concerned, I am as full of information as I can hold on this sub
ject, and I thjn.k that the average Senator has rea<:hcd some conclu...<Uon 
upon the point, and I ask for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [l!Ir. HoAR] to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. HOAR called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded t.o call the roll . 

• 
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:Mr. CA.UERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was c.'l.lled). On . 
this subject I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER]. 

1\Ir. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [ Ir. G ARLAXD] . I do not know how he would 
\Ote, and I still less know how I would \ote myself. 

Mr. SLATER (whenl\Ir. GROVER s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. GROVER] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Ir. KEL
LOGG]. The Senator from Louisiana wa paired with me, and I ha\e 
transferred the pair to my colleague. 

1\Ir. BAYARD (when Ir. HALE' · name was called). The Senator 
from Maine [ Ir. HALE] i<; pa:ircd with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
PEl-.""DLETO ... ] . I was requested to annotmce the pair. 

Ur. LOGAN (w!1 n his name was called) . I was paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [1\Ir. Bnowx]. He is not in his seat, and I with
hold 111Y \Ote. 

Mr. McPHERSO_ :r (when his name was c.'l.lled). I am pilied with 
the Senator from Nebraska [lli. VAX WYCK]. 

1\Ir. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JoHNSTON]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [1\Ir. LAPHA:u]. If he were here, I should 
\Ote "nay." 

1\Ir. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [ Ir. ALLISOY]. I do not know how he would \Ote, 
and I therefore refrain from voting. 

l\Ir. W A.LKER (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [lli. IlrLL], but the pair is transferred to the 
Senator from Texas [ lr. MAXEY], who is indisposed. If present, the 
Senator from Texas would vote" nay." · 

The roll-call was concluded. 
1\Ir. PUGH. I was requested by the Senator from Delaware [.::\Ir. 

SAULSBURY] to state that he is paired with the enator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. BECK. 1\Iy colleague [ Ir. WILLIA:3IS] is necessarily absent, 
and I desire to announce his pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio has Yoted in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. SHEllMAN. I desire to say that I did not notice the absence of 
the Senator from Kentuc1..-y [Mr. WILLIAM ] . Indeed, I supposed my 
pair was out. I withdraw my Yote. 

The result was announced-yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Bayard, 
Beck, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Davis of ill., 
DavisofW. Va., 

Dawes, 
Frye, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 

Farley, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 

YEAS-16. 
Jones of Nevada, 
.l\Icl\Iillan, 
:Miller of N.Y., 
Morrill, 

NAYS-27. 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 
Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
J\IcDill, 
ltiiller of Cal., 
Plumb, 

ABSENT-33. 
Allison, • Ferry, Logan, 
Barrow, Garland, ltlcPherson, 
Blair, Grover, Mahone, 
Brown, Hale, Maxey, 
Butler, Hill, Mitchell, 
Camden, Johr.ston, Morgan, 
Cameron ofPa., Kellogg, Pendleton, 
Edmunds, Lamar, Ransom, 
Fair, Lapham, Saulsbury, 

Platt, 
Rollins, 
Sewell, 
Tabor. 

Pugh, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walker. 

Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
VanWyck, 
Williams, 
Windom. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempcrre. The question recurs on the amend

ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 1\IcPH.ERsox]. 
Mr. BECK. Let it be read. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out on page 3G, 

from line 788 down to and including line 800--
.Mr. ED~IUNDS. Read the proviso to be stricken out. 
The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the following 

proviso: 
And provided ju1"iher, That wire rope and wire strand, of iron or steel wire, 

shall pay the sa.me rates of duty that are levied on the wire of which they are 
made and one-fourth of 1 cent per pound additional: And provided further, That 
on all of the kinds of iron pr steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or steelJ 
hereinbefore in this act enumerated, except fence-wire when galvanized or ooatea 
with any metal or alloy, or mixture of metals, by any process whatsoever, not 
including paints, there shall be paid (excepting on what are known commer
cially as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers-tin, and hereinbefore provided for), 
one-fourlh cent per pound in ~ddition to the rates provided in this act. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 
There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire (except fence-wire, and 

except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers-tin, hereinbefore provided for), 
when galvanbed or coated with any metal alloy, or mixture of metals, by any 
process whatsoever (not including paints), one-half of 1 cent per pound, in ad
dition to the rates provided in tllis act. On iron wire or iron wire rope and wire 
strand, 1 cent per pound, in addition to the rates imposed on the wire of which 
it is made. On steel wire or steel wire rope and wire strand, ll cents per pound, 
in addition to the rates impo ed on the wue from which it is made. 

1\Ir. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nay on the amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
1\Ir. BECK. The Senator from New Jersey seeks additional rate of 

duty. The-wirethatheexhibit IbelieveisNo. 26, mo tofit., and orne 
of it the Yery fine t wire. We ha\e already imposed a duty of3 cents 
a potmd, $67.20 a ton, on all that character of wire, and now he wants 

33.GO a ton or 11 cents a pound more, making it over $100 a ton, and 
it is all for the ll~~efit of one or more corporations or bridge companies, 
when the gal\amzrng proce when run through does not require any 
cleansing or any scouring or anything of that kind, and it does not cost 
half a cent a pound to do it. A.n argument was made before the com
mittee, I think in behalf of the Brooklyn Bridge Company, and we were 
a ked to giYe one-half a cent. We thought a quarter of a cent enough 
and so reported. I should like to hea.r why we should pay $100 a to~ 
duty on that character of wire. I haYe not hem·d any Senator give a 
rea on yet. 

1\Ir. 1\IcPHERSO~. I do not know what the Senator means by say
ing that any one appeared before the committee and asked for half a 
cent. Certainly nobody appeared before the committee, nobody wa.<; 
permitted to appear before the committee, nobody did appear before the 
committee and state anything about it. I know from those who are 
engaged ill the manufacture of wire rope that on the average it co t.a 
them the amount I ha\e named in the amendment to manufacture the 
wire rope from the wire strand, as apperu.-s in the samples I hold in my 
hand. These are samples of steel wire, in which it will be noticed that 
the wire is as fine as po ible, as fine as a hair. Elevator cord is made 
out of it and various other articles of the very finest texture. It does 
seem to me perfectly absurd, if this tariff bill is to be constructed upon 
a basis of strict equality as between the different stages of manufacture, 
that the Senate should be willing to leave thics industry without any · 
notice whate\er while other industries have been noticed. I know it 
was stated before the committee that it would not cost more than a quar
ter·of a cent a pound to do it. I belie>e the gentleman who appeared 
before the committee was a memberofthecommissionand he professed 
to ~ow something in regard to it, but about it he really knew nothing. 
Agamst that you ha\e the statement of gentlemen who are en(Taged in 
this manufacture. This is all I have to say about it. o 

The PRESIDE~T pro temp01·e. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment ofthe Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPIIER.SON]. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
1\fr. BROWN (when 1\Ir. BARRow's name was called). I desire to 

announce once more that my collea~e [Mr. BARROW] is paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire LMr. BLAIR]. The pair is to last 
during the day. 

1tir. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired on tllli; 
question with the Senator from illinois [1\Ir. LoGAN]. 

· 1\Ir. CA.l\IERO~, of Pennsylvania (when his name was culled). On 
this subject I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [1.1J:. 
BUTLER]. 

1\Ir. KELLOGG (wh~n his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. GROVER]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from N ebrnska [Mr. VAN WYCK]. I would Yote "yea," 
if he were here. 

1\Ir. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia. [Mr. JOHNSTON]. If he were present, I should 
vote ''yea.'' 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [lli. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. BAYARD (when Mr. PENDLETON'S name was called). The 
Senator from Ohio [1\Ir. PENDLETON] is paired with the Senator from 
1\Iaine [1\Ir. HALE l. 

1\Ir. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Iowa (l\Ir. ALLISON]. I do not know how he would vote. 
I should vote "nay." 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentuc1."Y [ Ir. WILLIAl\IS]. 

lli. WALKER {when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
GARLA....~D J is paired for the present. He would vote ':nay." I an
nounce also the pair of the Senator from Texas [1\Ir. MAXEY] with the 
Senator from Colorado [Ur. HILL]. If the Senator from Texas wero 
present, he would vote "nay." 

The roll-call wa.S concluded. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are not votes enough to make 

a quorum. 
1\fr. SHERMAN. I will vote as! suppose the SenatorfromKentuck--,

[Mr. WILLIAMS] would vote if present. I vote "nay." 
YEAS-8. 

Cameron of Wis., Dawes, Miller of N.Y., Sewell, 
Conger, Frye, Platt, Tabor. 

NAYB--32. 
Aldrich, Davis of W. Va., Harrison, 1\Iorrill, 
Anthony, Edmunds, Hawley, Plumb, 
Bayard, Farley, IngallB, Pugh, 
Beck, George, Jackson, Rollins, 
Call, Gorman, .Jonas, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Groome, Jones Qf Florida, Slater, 
Coke, Hampton, McDill, Vance, 
DavisofllJ., lla.l'l'lB, McMillan, Walker. 
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ABSENT-36. 
Allison, Garland, Lapham, 
Barrow, Grover, Logan, 
Biair, Hale, McPherson, 
Brown, llill, :Mahone, 
Buller, lloar, Maxey, 
Camden, Johnston, Millerof Cal., 
Cameron of Pu.., Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 
Fair, Kellogg, Morgan, 
Ferry, Lamar, PendletQn, 

• o the amcntlment was rejected. 

Ransom, 
Saulsbm·y, 

aunders, 
Sawyer, 
VanWyck, 
Vest, 
Voorhee.q, 
\Villiams, 
Windom. 

llr. BROWN. l!Ir. President, I have repeatedly announced that, in 
my opinion, we should raise the amount of revenue necessary to an eco
nomical administration of the Government by a tariff, and not by di
rect taxation nor internal ta..'G1tion. We must either tax the people 
indirectly by tariff to raise the necessary amount, or we must tax them 
directly to collect the same amount. In either case they must pay tax 
necessary to support the Government. In both cases the amount neces
sary to its support is the same. I would raise that amount as our fathers 
rai edit and as the Democratic party when in power raised it before 
the war, by a tariff for revenue, with illcidental protection to American 
labor. 

In adjusting the tariff I would, as a rule, admit free of taxation such 
articles produced abroad as we do not produce at home, so as not to pro
tect foreign labor in our markets by an increase of the price of their pro
ductions to the detriment of home labor. To this rule I would make a 
few exceptions, in ca e of articles of luxury used only by the wealthy 
<:lass. For instance, I would put a reasonable tax on rosewood, mahog
any, fine wines, broadcloths, andlike articlesnotraiscdormade in this 
country, and used only by the rich; and to the extent of the revenue 
raised on such luxuries I would reduce the ta.'r on some of the articles 
ofprimenece ·tyused generally by .the poorer classes. 

On the ·other hand, after making up the free-list on the basis just 
mentioned, I would impose the tax by tariff to support the Government 
as a rule on sucharticles produced abroad as we produce at home, thus 
giving to American labor incidental protection to the extent of the 
amount of tariff levied. To illustrate, hemp is raised abroad and im
ported into this country. Hemp is also produced in this country. 
Now, if we put a tariff of 20 per cent. ad valorem upon imported hemp 
it costs the foreign importer $20 to land in our markets $100 worth of 
hemp, and he must sellitin our markets for$120 instead of 5100, which, 
if there were no tariff, would be its market value. This fixes the price 
and enables the American producer to sell the same quantity of hemp 
of the same quality for $120, which4le could only have sold for 5100 had 
there been no tariff. This puts in the Treasury toward the support of 
the Government $20, and gives the American hemp producer in the 
sale of h.i.s hemp $20 of incidental protection, and it prevents the col
lection of the $20 by the tax-collector under a direct-tax law levying a 
taxonthepropertyofthecitizentoaidin thesupportoftheGovernment. 
If the $20 is not raised by a tariff on the hemp of the foreign importer, 
it must be raised by a direct tax on the land or the personal property 
of the American hemp producer or other citizen. 

But to this ·last-mentioned mode of imposing the tariff on articles of 
1breign production which are also produced by our own citizens I 
would make some exceptions, and as the exceptions to the rule first 
mentioned apply to articles produced abroad and not produced at home, 
which are luxuries, used chiefly by the rich, I would in the last class ex
empt from tax certain articles of prime necessity in general use by the 
poor. To illustrate, I would admit salt, which is produced at home and 
abroad, free of all tax, because it is an article of absolute necessity; the 
poorest family in the poorest cabin in all this broad land are absolutely 
obliged to have it; next to the air we breathe it is the most indispensable 
necessity to every man, woman, and child in the land. I therefore move, 
:Ur. President, on page 0 of the bill, commencing with line 1 61, to. 
strike out the following language: 

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 10 cent per one hundred 
pounds; in bulk, 6 cents per one hundred pounds. 

And I mo\e to insert in lieu of that language : 
Salt shall be placed on the free-list. 

And now, Ur. President, under the rule I have laid down as in my 
opinion the correct one I de ire also to give notice that I shall move 
at the proper time to make other amendments increasing the rates of 
tariff fixed in this bill on several articles of luxury used by the wealthy 
classes alone. In my opinion we should compel those who use these lux
uries to pay a higher rate of tax, so as to reduce to that extent the tax 
on salt and other necessaries of life indispensable to the comfort of the 
poorer classes. · 

On page 51, at line 1156, I find: 
Champagne, and all other sparkling wines, in bottlesoontainingea<:h not more 

than one quart and more than one pint, $6 per dozen bottles. 

I give notice I shall move to increase that to $8 a dozen bottles, and 
then the other classes of champagne in about the like proportion. 

Still wines, in cru k , 40 cents per gallon. 

I give notice that I shall move to increru e• that to 50 cents per gal
lon, and other grades in like proportion. 

Cordials, liquors, &c., on page 53, I find are taxed $2 per ga.llon. I 
shall move to stTikc QUt '' ~' and insert '' 2. 50 per gallon.'' 

On page 56 I find: 
Cotton laces, embroideries, &c. 

I shall move to make that 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
On page 63 I find: 

• \Voolen cloths, woolen shawl , including broadcloths, &c. 

Which now p:ty an ad Yalorem of 71.60 per cent. as I find by look
ing at the list. I shall move to make that 75 per cent. ad valorem. On 
page 67, taking the different finer grades of carpets, I shall move to 
make an increase in the tariff propo ed by this bill on each of the finer 
grades, but not on the lower grades used by our people generally. 

On page 6 , providing for a tariff upon silks, I shall move to change 
the rate from 50 per cent. ad valorem as proposed in this bill, and make 
it 70 per cent. ad valorem, and to put a tariff of 20 per cent. ad valorem 
then upon the cocoons, the raw material. 
. On page 77 I shall move to make the tax on jewelry 35 per cent. ad 
valorem instead of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

I see by looking at the present tariff impo ed upon these different ar
ticles that the bill before the Senate does not propo e to make any change 
in the rate of tariff now collected on :fine brandies and fine wines. As 
they are used as I have said almost exclusively by the 'Yealthy and 
those who are well able to pay the tariff upon them, I think there sh<1uld 
be an increase and a like amount taken off prime articles of necessity 
that are used by our people generally. The same rule applies to the 
fine imported brandies, and cordials. I see that during the last year 
there were imported into this country an amount of champagne wines 
that paid 5620,683.57 of revenue. 

The present tariff on champagne is the same as now proposed by this 
bill. It yielded last year a re\enue of $620,G 3.57. 

Still wines paid last year a revenue of $'2,172,703.5 . It was an ad 
Yalorem rate of about 60 per cent. This bill proposes to continue the 
same rate. 

Brandy and other spirits paid last year a revenueof$2,878,60 .09 on 
an ad valorem of about 146 per cent. 

Cordials last year paid a revenue of 5246,447.55 on an ad valorem of 
about 140 per cent. 

Under the present tariff the finer class of woolens, including broad
cloths, &c., pay 50 cents per pound and 35 per cent .. ad valorem, Illaking 
an average ad valorem equivalent to about 71 per cent. The proposed 
tariffreducesthis to about 65 per cent. ad valorem. I think as these 
:fineclothsare used bythe class of society well able to pay forthem, the 
tariff on broadcloths and the :finer goods ought to have been retained 
at its present rate if not increased. During the last year we collected 
from these articles $9,076,164.77 of revenue. Why not still collect that 
amount on them. Those who use them are well able to pay the tax. 
They are not articles of prime necessity. They may well be classed 
as luxuries. Let those who use them pay the tax. It will take that 
amount off of other articles which those much less able to pay tax are 
obliged to use. 

On carpets oft wo or three of the finer grades, for instance the A ubusson, 
.A.xminster, &c., the present tariff is 50 per cent; the proposed tariff is 45 
cents per square yard and 30 per cent. ad valorem; this would be 33 and 
a fraction ad valorem, making a heavy reduction in that article. It 
yielded last year $234,980.50. 

Saxony, Wilton, &c., are taxed under the present tariff 70 cents per 
square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 79.71 per cent. 
ad valorem; the proposed tariff is 45 cents per square yard and 30 per 
cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 52.96 per cent. ad valorem. This article 
yielded last year $26,559. 

On Brussels carpets the present tariff is 44 cents per square yard and 
35 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 70.88 per cent.; the proposed 
tariff is 30 cents per square yard and 30 percent. ad valorem, equivalent 
to 54.46 per cent. They yielded last year $95,209.61. 

On p:ltentvelvetand tapestryYelvet, &c., the present tariff is 40 cents 
per square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 69.88 per 
cent. ad valorem; the proposed tariff is 25 cents per square yard and 
30 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 51.80 per cent. ad valorem. The 
tax collected on it last year was 543,898.50. 

On silk-all goods, wares, &c., not specially enumerated-the present 
tariff is 50 and 60 per cent., equivalent to 59.13 per cent. ad valorem; 
the proposed tariff is 50 per cent. ad valorem. It yielded last year 
$22,574,442.62. I would make it 70 per cent., as already stated, and 
20 per cent. on cocoons or the raw and reeled silk. This would give 
20 per cent encouragement to our women and children who produco 
cocoons and raw silk, which this bill puts on the free list. 

On jewelry the present tariff is 25 and 30 per cent. ad valorem; the 
proposed tariff is 25 per cent. ad valorem. It yielded last year $103,-
244.52 . . 

On cotton laces, &c., the present tariff is 3.3 per cent. ad valorem; 
the proposed tariff is 40 per cent. ad valorem. It y'-'Glded last year 
S2, 334,798.78. 

The article o'f fine lace is used almost entirely by the wealthier classes 
of society who do not feel the difference of rate in a tariff, and I would 
put the tariff up to a higher rate. Let it be paid by them and make a 
corresponding reduction on some of the prime necessities of life used by 
the poorer classes. 
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In the matter of salt, which I have moved to strike from this part of 
the bill and put on the free-list, I find that the present tariff is as fol
lows: 

On salt in bags the present tariff is 12 cents per hundred pounds, or 
36.43 per cent. ad valorem; the proposed tariff is 10 cents per hundred 
pounds equivalent to 30.36 per cent. ad valorem. On salt in bulk th.e 
present tariff is 8 cents per hundred pounds, equivalent to 67.33 per 
cent. ad valorem; which is certainly a very high rate upon one of the 
prime necessities of life. The proposed tariff is 6 cents per hundred 
pounds equivalent to 50.50 per cent. ad valorem. The two items or 
classes ~f salt together yielded last year $715,243.13. 

Why reduce the tariff on luxuries and still collectataxonsalt, which 
everybody is obliged to have? A man can live without coffee, sugar, 
tea. fine clothes or fine brandy; but every one must have salt. As it is 
a~ost as nece&..~ry to human life as the air we breathe, let us make it 
as free of taxation as the air. It should, in my opinion, be made an 
exception to all rules that may require that it be taxed. It is no reply 
to say that the articles of luxury to which I have referred are now 
taxed all they will bear. As the tariff now stands they paid into the 
Treasury o>er $40,000,000 of revenue last year. The present tariff is 
not prohibitory. The wealthier class would pay a higher tariff and 
still use all they desire of each class of luxuries now used by them. 
Why lighten their taxes. to the injury ~f ~he great ~boring and produc
ino- clnsses of our people? I am not willing to do 1t. 

I would take the tax off salt although it is an article that is produced 
in this country as well as in foreign countries; but on account of the 
prime necessity, the fact that everybody is obliged to use it, I would 
put it on the free-list; and on these other articles ofluxury of-which I 
have given notice, on all of which footed up the revenue last year was 
over $40,000,000, I would not only put on enough to make the amount 
we take off salt, but I would go further and take off the taxes on some 
other articles of necessity and lay higher taxes on these and other lu...'\:
uries. 

1\fr. MORRILL. May I inquire ofthe Senator from Georgia whether 
he intends these amendments for this bill or for the one that is to be 
proposed at the next session of Congress? 

1\fr. BROWN. I intend them for -this bill. I see that the Senator 
from Vermont is now getting in great haste about the passage of this 
bill. I have watched this thing more than a month. I said to some 
friends more than a month. ago that I was satisfied that the chairman of 
the committee would not carry this bill through Congress, and the rea
son for it was this: complaint was made occasionally that there were 
too many points made on the Democratic side and that the speeches on 
minor points or unimportant points were long. I do not say whether it 
was a just complaint in any case; but I think it very nat:ural if the 
chairman intended to carry this bill through, when long arguments were 
made on trivial points, that he should getup and make clear, shortstate
ments simply of the points in the case andsayto us that he thought we 
were consuming time unnecessarily, ''and when you are done discussing 
it we will take a vote.:' But instead of that, my observation was that 
if we made one rather long speech on this side on a point that was a 
little trivial we usually had about two or threeinreturnfrom tha.t side; 
we would discuss for a whole day a very small, unimportantamendment. 
This thing has been kept up on one side as well as the other, so that 
neither can say thatit is the other s fault. Hence during all the time 
I have come to the conclusion that my friend from Vermont is not in 
very great ha.ste to pass this bill, as his questions· now would seem to 
indicate. I may be mistaken about it. 

1\fr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment which I think will come in 
appropriately at this moment of time. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The pro
posed amendment will be read. 

The ACTIKG SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out so much of 
the bill as is described as section 2503 and insert the following; 

That on and after the lstday of July, 1883, and until the 1st day of July, 1884, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid 85 per cent. of the rates of duty which 
are now required under the existing laws of the United States to be levied, col
lected, and paid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United 
States; and on and after the 1st day of July, 1884, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid 75 per cent. of the rates of duties now required· under the existing 
Ia::ws of the United States to be lened, collected, and paid on goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported into the United States. . 

Mr. MORGAN. That would be section 6 of the bill. 
1\lr. BROWN. I do not want to antagonize the Senator from Ala

bama in his proposition to take up his amendment, though when he in
troduced it to-day I expected it to be presented at a later stage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Alabama that if his amendment proposes to strike out the whole 
tariff legislation in this bill, while it is in order for him at this time to 
offer the amendment, every amendment that proposes to perfect the text 
will take precedence of it and ha>e to be >oted upon before the question 
can be put upon his amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I appreciate the value of that sugg(>jltion from the 
Chair. I desire to offer it nowandhopetheSenatewilleonsideritnow, 
fur the reason that it seems that we are going on to offer a great many 
amendments to this bill, as each Senator has the right to do of course, 
and the debate may be protracted to a great length. 

I entirely concur with the Senator from Georgia. I have no faith at 
all that there was any serious intention to pass a tariff bill, unless it 
might be merely to force it through one of the Houses during this ses
sion of Congress. The immense sweep that this bill has taken, the great 
number of subjects that have been presented, the laborious efforts of 
the committee at its explanation, the difficulty of understanding all of 
its labyrinthian twistings and turnings, ha>e been so great that we have 
recognized the impossibility, after this body shall have considered it, of 
having it considered by the House of Representati\es in anything like 
regular order. The House of Representatives are considering a sort of 
parallel measure and are coming to their conclusions upon it; but this 
bill can never reach the House in time to have it properly considered 
as such a measure should be in that body. That fact is apparent to 
everybody. 

Therefore I ha>e been led to despair of giving to the country any of 
that relief which it has so urgently demanded through the ballot-box, 
through the public press, and through other means, in the revision of the 
tariff, unless it can be reached through the medium of an amendment 
of the character that I now suggest; that is, an amendment which will 
reduce the tariff pro rata, say 10 or 15 per cent. during the :first year, 
and 10 or 15 per cent. during the second year, gi"ring to the people of the 
United States time under this revision and reduction to examine into 
the subject and to instruct and assist their members in the House and 
in the Senate in the readjustment of their industrial relations to the new 
order of things. ~ 

The Senate of the United States ha>e never before undertaken a gen
eral system of tariff reduction and revision. We have presented to us 
now for the :first time in our history a necessity for reducing the amount · 
of revenue gathered into our Treasury annually by a cutting down of 
taxation. It is a peculiar condition that we are placed in, and one that 
demands of us very great circumspection and caution. We :find that 
under existing circumstances it is e\en more difficult to reduce a rate of 
taxation levied through a tariff or through internal-tax laws so as to ac
commodate the reduced tax to. a new condition of affairs than it is to 
originate a new measure of taxation which will bring a needed amount 
of money into the Treasury. In this work of reduction we ha\e to an
ticipate with far greater care tha!l we would in the matter of the increase 
of the tariff, and particularly where the tariff is put upon new subjects 
of taxation, for the reason that the industries of the country for twenty 
years past have been founrlingthemselves by a natural process upon an 
existing stateofthelaw. Capital has been in\ested; labor, skilled and 
otherwise, has been employed ar<lund these manufacturing centers; 
families have been established about them; business and social relations 
have been adjusted to various occupations founded upon our tariff sys
tem of legislation. It has in a degree permeated every class of society 
and e\ery industry in the land, and when we come to the work of cut
ting down the amount of revenue that is to be derived annually from 
this system of laws and the reducing of protection under which these 
industries ha\e heretofore existed and have pro pered, we are embar
rassed with the difficulty of adjusting these-so as not to disturb unnec
essarily or rudely or harshly any existing rights or interests of our people. 
Every Senator must understand, it seems to me, from his own ob erva
tion that we are now engaged in the most difficult of all the endeavors 
of the legislator and the statesman. 

1\fr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator knows that his amendment 
will cut down article embraced in the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWN]. 

1\fr. MORGAN. 1\Iy amendment, if the Senator from Florida will 
consider it for a moment, is a mere reduction of 15 per cent. as I pro
pose it for the :first year, and 10 per cent. more the second year upon 
the rates of the existing tariff. I give two years ior the purpose of ac
complishing that which has been suggested so frequently of late, the 
giving repose to the country while weare carrying this system into op
eration. That is my object precisely. There is a danger when we are 
reducing a tariff of creating alarm. There is danger of frightening cap
ital, and of brea1.."'i.ng up the good-will of established lines of trade, of 
stopping industries, and of putting a curb upon geniu.s, especially upon 
inventive genius, while you ·are reducing a tariff, and while you are ac
commodating these industries to the new situation. So I would include 
the period of at least two years in the plan of reduction, and I would 
allow the people during that period of time to have a fail· opportunity, 
while the graduation wa being made, to look into the actual effect upon 
all these various industries. 

The bill came from the Committee on Finance, and in orne of its 
mo t important features has been reconsidered by that committee after 
debate in the Senate, ·and the committee have come back with changed 
and modified provisions upon the sugar tariff, upon the tariff upon 
woolen· and cotton good and other subjects. The committee :finding 
that their researches and their \ery remarkable industry in the investi
gations of these numerous complicated questions had not resulted in con· 
elusions which were entirely satisfactory to themselves, have come and 
asked the Senate in an informal way to recommit certain portions of this 
great bill to them, and fr~ time to time they ha•e reviewed their own 
action, have reconsidered it, and have reported different conclusions from 
those that were at first presented in the bill as being satisfaetory to 
them. 

I 

. 



1883. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2919 
After we had gone along through weeks of discussion and examina

tion, and the committee amendments to the original sections of the bill 
had been all considered in Committee of the Whole, then the bill came 
into the Senate, and I believe that it has been here now a full week, or 
perhaps a. longer time even, and the committee during the time since 
the bill has been reported from the Committee of the Whole back to 
theSenateha-vehadalmosttheexclusivepossessionofthefloor. Novery 
important question has so far been presented for the consideration of 
the Senate except at the instance of the committee or members of the 
-committee, and no later than this morning we discussed, upon the mo
tion of the Senator from Ohio, some very important propositions for a 
{lhange in the schedule of metals, which he insisted (though the Senator 
from Kentucky controverted that proposition) he had the authority of 
-the committee for offering in form. 

So that the committee work, whether formal or informal, upon this 
bill has terminated only since the commencement of our session this 
morning at 11 o'clock. 

Now, the Senator from Georgia comes forward with a number of propo
. sitions, each one of which strikes me with force. The propo itions of 
thatSenatorarein themselves valuable. They have received from him, 
I have no doubt, great consideration, and coming as emanations from 
his own thoughts alone, without reference to any opinions I may have 
formed about them, I should consider them as entitled to the respect of 
this body. Not one proposition has been suggested by that Senator 
which would not, if it should be adopted, in my judgment be a material 
"benefit to this measure. There is not one of them that would not greatly 
benefit this country. There is not one of them that is not in the line of 
reformation of our tariff system of revenue. There is not one of them 
that does not lift burdens from the shoulders of the great laboring masses 
-of the country, and place them on those who are more able than they 
.are to bear them. I have no doubt that other Senators have measures 
which they have matured in their own minds, equally beneficial when 
·eonsidered in connection with this bill. 

Since we commenced our session this morning the Senate have really 
had their first opportunity to be heard in this matter. I have amend
ments lying upon this desk now that are as much as three weeks' old, 
which I have never had the opportunity of presenting, although they 
"have "been in print and have been called to the attention of the Senate. 
Under our system of procedure our tnles compel individual Senators to 
defer their action until the Committee on Finance have had their first 
..opportunity to amend the bill to snitthemselves; and .even now, when 
I offer this amendment upon which I am addrQSSing the Senate, though 
it is not before the Senate yet for a.ction, the Chair properly advises me 
-that I must defer asking·a vote of the Senate upon it until the bill has 
been improved by amendment, giving to each Senator here an oppor
tunity to improve the text according to his own best judgment. That 
is the situation in which we are found. What prospect is there for a 
;proper consideration of this vast measure? 

Now, sir, I would like to have the opportunity of determining the 
·sense of this body upon the question of a pro rata graduation or reduc
tion of the rates of duties as they exist now, and to go to the country 
with that sort oflegislation which could easily pass both Houses, and 
which I have not any doubt would meet with acceptance on the part of 
the entire people of the United States. They would say that our legis
lators are indeed in earnest in trying to reduce the amount of money re
·Ceived into the Treasury, but not wishing to deal unkindly with any 
interest or too favorably for any interest they make a horizontal 
·graduation of the existing rates of duty. On the basis of existing law 
we take off 10 per cent. or 15 per cent. the first year, and a like amount 
the second year, and in that wayevincea disposition to treatwithfair
·ness and evenness all the great industries, and the little ones too, for 
the relief of the consumers as well as the producers and the·manufact
•urers. It will be felt by the people that we do not disturb commerce 
·by an upheaval of the financial system or commercial system; that we 
<do not engage in a revolutionary proceeding for the purpose of putting 
upon this country, without previous trial, our own conjecture as to 
-what would be a safe experiment for us to make. 

That would be the way in which the country would receive a meas
·ure of this kind; and, sir, this very night, if Senators would get their 
minds made up to accept the proposition, we can pass through the Sen
ate a bill which will satisfy the whole of the people of the United 
States, at least as to the candor and integrity of our own conduct; and 
·the Senate may as well understand that that is a portion of the case 
that needs some support. Our action is not going to be received, after 
·six or eight weeks of wrangle and discordant debate in this body, as 
being the result simply of a wise and patriotic endeavor on our part to 
equalize the burdens of the tariff upon the people. Too much has · 
been admitted, too much stands beyond the power of controversy and 
beyond the shadow of doubt as to the oonrse of procedure in this Sen
.ate for us to felicitate ourselves upon the thought that we shall get 
before the people of the United States without some impeachment of 
our candor in dealing with this great subject. 

But, sir, if we shall come to any line of action which must necessarily 
operate equally upon all, if we will agree to graduate the rates of tariff 
taxation by such a percent. forthisyear, and such a percent. forthenext 
year, then the people of the United States will understand that, whether 

we are wise or not, we are at all eventsjnst, and we will agree to say 
that which to me is a greater boon than any confidence that I coulcl 
have in my own wisdom; that is, that we are faithful and honest repre
sentatives, sincere representatives of those whom we profess to repre
sent in this Senate. I should like for the Senate of the United States 
to receive at least that award from the people of this country. We 
will receive their approbation if we deal fuirly with these great ques
tions, and give the people time to adjust their business to such changes 
in the tariff as we shall find it necessary to make. 

I will not detain theSenatelongernow upon this matter. I will yield 
to the Senator from Georgia, or whoever else desires the floor for the pur
pose ofpressing his individual amendments; butican well understand 
that if we get this bill in a condition where each Senator has got the 
right on the first opportunity of putting his own views, or attempting 
to put his own views, upon the structure of this bill, we shall be here 
not to-night only but we shall be here likely enough many days to 
come. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator front Alabama [Ur. MORGAN] . 

:Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Alabama says that if any Sena
tor here insists upon putting his individual views upon the structure 
of this bill of course it will fail, and yet the Senator from Alabama 
proposes as an amendment his own individual views against the actio11. 
of the Senate for the last two months. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say that it is no pleasure to me tor~ 
main here day after day and night after night trying to have some ac
tion upon this bill; and if Senators npo~ the other side choose by an in
definite series of amendments and by long harangues here to defeat this 
bill it is, of course, in their power. I stated at the outset that that 
could be done. I knew it could be done. The only question is whether 
it will be done, or whether there is a majority of both sides of the Sen
ate who are in favor of some revision and reduction of the tariff. 

The proposition made by the Senator from Alabama is to perpetuate 
all the imperfections of the present tariff and to reduce indiscriminately 
upon articles that can not afford to be reduced, as well as upon others 
that might afford-to be reduced much more. 

I trust that there will be a united Senate in favor of the passage of 
some bill of this kind not only reducing internal revenue, but revising 
and reducing the tariff. It is of no special interest to me; I have not 
any interest in the matter more than any other Senator; but I think it 
would not be creditable to the Senate of the United States by a series 
of obstructions at this last moment to prevent our favorable action upon 
this bilL 

lli~ COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want to interrupt the Senator 
from Vermont to ask if he could not overcome the pleasure of making 
a speech and a lecture for a vote on this ·question? I have got tired of 
hearing the Senator from Vermont appeal to the Senate to take a vote 
when he consumes a very la.rge portion of time himself. I am tired of 
the complaints that he is throwing at this side of the Chamber when. 
he and the distinguished Senator from Ohio ·have been the principal 
obstructionists to the passage of this bill. If it had not been forth&
Senator from Ohio undertaking to reverse the action of the Senate in 
Committee of the Whole to raise the protective tariff rates on articles 
in which he felt a special interest this bill would have been passed be
fore now. Republicans are the obstructionists who have prevented the 
earlier passage of this bill, and upon the shoulders of no two of them does 
more responsibility rest tha!l on the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
and the distinguished Senator from Vermont. Half the time since this 
bill was introduced in the Senate has been consumed on that side of the 
Chamber. There has beeen no obstruction here. All that has been 
asked has been a fair and reasonable discussion of the various amend
ments here. We have staid here with you until you could not keep 
your own Senators here. Yon have scarcely got a quorum here now. 
They come and ask us to. pair with them. You can not hold them here. 
And what are we to do? You control the Senate; you are the majority. 
Why are you complaining in us ? Why do you not c.ontrol your own. 
members and keep them here? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask if we have a majority, how 
it is that the other side of the House prevail on almost every division 
or important question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because your propositions are so monstrous that 
you can not force them down the throats of your own party. 

l\Ir. SHERMAN. I think that is hardly a fair answer to my ques
tion. I have been trying to get an injustice repaired and finally sue~ 
ceeded .in getting it partially repaired after a long struggle. There are 
a great many things done by the bill If you say the Republican party 
have a majority here, and will let them act and frame the bill as they 
wish to pass it, it would be a very good bill, a bill we could stand upon. 

:Mr. COCKRELL. If the Republican party was to be the Senator 
from Ohio, and he could have his way and he could pass his bill, then 
his judgment would approve it; but I do not know whether the judg
ment of other Senators on that side or of the majority of the people 
of this country would approve it. I do not know whether my distin
guished friend from Nebraska [Mr. VANWYCK] would sanction the 
bill which would emanate from the brain of the Senator from Ohio. I 
do not know whether the Senators from Iowa would approve it, the 
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&na.tors from Kansas, the Senators from California, and the Senators 
of other States. Why, sir, the distinguished Senator himself can 
scarcely bring himself to the point of voting for this bill. He would 
not vote for this bill unless he could get it just as he wants it. There 
may be other Senators who have just as much personal feeling in the 
matter as the Senator from Ohio. • If he-says that this bill must con
form to Ids individual views, what right has he to ask other Senators to 
give up their individual views and preferences? None in the world. 

Then you do not expect to-pass the bill. That is the meaning of it. 
This is the very point I charged upon you nearly two weeks ago. You 
do not intend to pass this bill and you have not inte:p.ded to pass it. 
You stand before the country acknowledging your inability to grapple 
with this great question, fu pass a bill that will meet the approval and 
the judgment of the great mass of the American people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will -the Senn.tor allow me to ask a question? 
Mr. COCKRELL. With infinite pleasure. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will theSenatorsonyoursideoftheChamberagree 

that we shall take a vote on this bill without further discussion? 
:Ur. MORGAN. Oh, no. · 
Ur. COCKRELL. . Why are you so anxious to get a vote just now? 

Why did you not propose it a little while ago? 
11r. ALDRICH. Or within any reasonable time that you may name? 
Mr. COCKRELL. . We will stay here to-night and vote upon it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We will stay here as long as you will. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We will stay with you and vote at any time if 

you will just quit talking and go to business. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The talkillg has been and is on that side. 
Mr. COCKRELL. You have consumed more than half the time, and 

the RECORD shows it. I was looking around to see the obstructionists. 
I had forgotten my distinguished friend from Rhode Island; he comes 
in just after the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Vermont as 
an obstructionist. I appeal to the RECORD and the country to say 
whether any three Senators in this Chamber have proved greater ob
structionists to the passage of this bill than those three Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The facts will show that Senators on the other side 
not members of the committee-that one Senator on that side not a mem
ber of the committee has consumed more time of the Senate than the 
three Senators he has alluded to upon this side. 

:M:r. COCKRELL: The RECORD will speak. 
J.lr. ALDRICH. The RECORD will show that. 
lli. COCKRELL. The RECORD will settle that question. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators on this side who hn.ve been named 

are all members of the committee; the Senator on that side to whom I 
-alluded is not a member of the Fina.nce Committee. 

lt!r. COCKRELL. Then the fact ofbeing a member of the commit
tee gives a Senator the exclusive privilege of being heard? 

lli. ALDRICH. Not at all; but it certainly makes it proper that 
he should explain. 

:llir. COCKRELL. The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL
LISON] is also a member of that committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. COCKRELL. But he has not consumed quite as much time as 

the other Senators have. He is probably in favor of the passage of a 
tariff bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators on this side are in favor of the pas
sage of a tariff bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why have you not passed it? ·That is the ques
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because of the obstruction and continual talk and 
amendments on that side of the Chamber, and that is the reason of the 
delay in the passage of this bill this minute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Rhode Island knows well that 
if he and his conjteres had withheld the speeches they have made there 
would have been nothing further to have been said on this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendments now pending offered by Senators 
on that side of the Chamber and the declamation of Senators on that 
side of the Chamber are delaying the passage of this bill at this instant. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long have we been considering the amend
ments of the Senator from Ohio? Ever since•this bill came from the 
Committee of the Whole into the Senate. Now -forsooth because a 
Democrat offers an amendment you are to reprimand and lecture us 
for consuming the time, when your leader, your distinguished leader, 
the Senator from Ohio, has been here with amendment after amend
ment and time after time and speech after speech reversing and seeking 
to reverse the deliberate, mature action of the Committee of the Whole, 
and boldly saying to you: "Gentlemen, here, amend this bill to suit 
the interests of Ohio oF it shall not become a law." We do not know 
whether it has been amended yet to suit Ohio or not. We know that 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio has planted himself upon that 
platform; that unless it suits him it shall not become a law. Why are 
we called here, then, to waste our time without knowing whether it is 
going to suit the Senator from Ohio or not? If it suits him, it can be
come a law; if it does not, it shall not become a law, the Republican 
party to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. President, there has be.en no obstruction offered to the passage 

of this bill from this side of the Chamber. It bas been legitimate and 
fair discussion. We have not consumed half the time that has been: 
consumed on this bill, and if the Senator from Vermont and the Senator 
from Ohio and the Senator from Rhode Island will just possess their 
souls in patience and silence we can very readily and quickly dispose 
of this bill. 

Ur. l\IORGAN. Mr. President, I understand the allusion of the Sen
ator from Rhode Island very thoroughly. Perhaps after that Senator 
has been in this body as long as I have he will learn that liberty o! 
speech is one of the rights of a Senator. He has entertained this Senate 
with some of the most exquisite disquisitions upon the different arts of· 
manufacturing. He was learned especially upon that lucus a non lucendo, 
the polariscope. I listened to his descriptions ofit until I fancied that 
I could take in visions of the far future in the darkness of the sugar 
question while looking through the polariscope as he presented it to us. 
.A.n encyclopedia couiU easily be made up of the knowledge and infor-
mation which that Senator as a member of the Committee on Finance 
has been lavishing upon the peopleofthe United States. Ihavenever 
known a more sudden growth than that of the honorable Senator, and 
I am afraid I shall never know one that will be more likely to come to 
sudden grief. Jonah's gourd is no comparison to the Senator from 
Rhode Island in the rapidity of growt-h and the magnificence of his 
clambering, and I fear it will only be too faithful an illustration of his. 
sudden and disastrous decadence. 

Sir, he has not attempted to answeranyspeechorpointthat I have made
on this floor. He has not pointed out a weak point in any argument I 
have made or misconceptionoffactsihavestated. If I baveiliscl:lSSed be
fore this Senate too profusely upon this great measure the honorable Sen
ator from Rhode Island, with all his close and microscopic inspection. 
of small matters of detail, would have been able by this time to have
pointed out at least some infirmity in some proposition that I have had 
the honor to advance; but he will live until he is gray as Noah was be
fore he will find an infirmity in any arguments I have made here that 
he will be able to answer. 

The Senator has been very intent here upon the cultivation of hi& 
own grounds. In the State of Rhode Island he is surrounded with the 
clattering looms and ringing anvils and with the paraphernalia of that 
system of modem slavery, where the lords and the nabobs of the·land 
domineer over the common employes of the factory; and he comes here 
evidently in that sort of spiTit, not content to rule 1-vithin the domain 
of his own State, but he seeks to extend his influence over the entire 
length and breadth of the greatagricultural communities of the United 
States. I happen to be a representative of that class ofpeoplewbolive 
apart, enjoy the boon of personal independence, but have no power oi 
combination. They can not take a telegraph wire and send a message· 
to a congress of farmers, as can be done with a congress of manufactur
ers, and have them to meet within a few hours of time to combine
with each other and come to conclusions and send them to the Congress 
of the United States to be executed. The people whom I nave the
honor to represent are scattered over a large, wide domain. They look 
to God and not to Congress for prosperity. They have no way of com
ing together. Their collective will is not expressed at all except through~ 
the mouths of their Senators and Representatives. They are dumb-
unless we speak. . 

The Tariff Commission peregrinated through the northeastern portioiL 
of the nited States, making its first stop at that dilletantc watering
place, Long Branch, and after it had absorbed enough of the influence 
which pervades that place of resort for all the rich and powerful men o! 
this country to be prepared for its work, it went further along in its 
journey in the investigation of certain interests that were to be petted 
and protected. It then took a turn through the Northern States, and 
afterward got a little shear down toward the South. I believe a few 
of the commission got as far south as Atlanta, Georgia. During all that 
period of time there was but one agriculturist admitted before that 
body for the purpose of presenting the claims of the indust1·y that he 
represented. That was a gentleman tow hom I bad the honor of refer
ring a few days ago in some remarks that I made here and of laying hi& 
speech before the Senate-Mr. Goodwin, the enlightened farmer of 
Connecticut. All the balance of the great industrial laboring masses 
engaged in agriculture in the United States were no more heard by that 
commission than if they had been resting in the tomb. No attention 
was paid to them, no respect whatever. Their congresses did not meet-, 
their secretaries were not present to enforce their views before the Tari.ff" 
Commission, and the only chance they have had to be heard has been 
through the feeble efforts of their representatives on this floor and in -
the other House. 

Sir, if the Tariff Commission had given heed to the views of the great 
agricultural communities of this country and bad made up their minds, 
if they could have done such a generous thing as that, lo have imposed 
as lightly as possible the burdens we all are laying on the shoulders of 
those from whom we all derive our daily bread, it would not have been 
incumbent upon me to rise in the Senate of the United States, as I have 
had the honor of doing on several occasions, and to try to present in my 
feeble way, on their behalf, a claim to the mexcy and charity and friendly 
consideration of this body. We have brought no interest forward de
manding protection for it; we have asked that no largess should be 
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charged upon the Treasury .of the United States and paid to us. We 
have not asked for tribute or for bounty; but we come in that humble 
attitude in which it seems that men in this day and generation al~vays 
entitle themselves to be kicked, and that is in the attitude of pleading 
for justice and mercy. That is all we have done, and the Senator from 
Rhode Island, while here as much the special advocate of particular in
terests in his own State as if he was the personal owner of every spindle 
that runs in that State, calls me to task because I undertake to present 
in my poor way a claim on behalf of the agricnl tnral interests for some 
benevolence, some generosity, some cessation of exactions, and some 
small measure of justice. That is the attitude of the two Senators on 
this floor. 

Now let the Senator prate as much as he desires about long speeches. 
The people of the United States will hear me when they will turn deaf 
ears to him, because they will know that I am not here to represent 
any particular industry or any particular class to seek adTantage over 
others, and they will never believe this of him-never. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has again got 
into a dyspeptic mood about the progress of this bill. He says that 
the Senator from Alabama. wants to retain in the present tariff all of its 
infirmities and all of the evils which have been developed in this sys
tem after twenty years of experience. Father be merciful to thy child ! 
Who is the father of the present tariff? Out of whose mind came every 
bone and muscle and nerve and lineament? Whose features, whose 
stamp, whose impress does it bear? 

The honorable Senator from Vermont is the man who has been in one 
sense the author of every word in the tariff that exists to-day. It has 
passed under revision through his mind time and time again. He has 
shaped its every provision. He himself was the author of a measure of 
reduction precisely of the same characler with that which I have brought 
to the attention of the Senate, and now he complains that I wish to 
antagonize my private views against those of the Senate of the United 
States as he says already expressed, and to thrust my opinions before 
this body in the advocacy of a proposition for a horizontal reduction. 
The Senate has come to no such conclusion. He is the father ofthat idea; 
he drew the bill that gave us the first horizontal reduction and afterward 
the first horizontal revision of the tariff. Shall I not copy from one so 
distinguished and so learned? Must he discard his own child and deny 
the paternity of his own measure in order to get the advantage of placing 
me in a position of antagonizing myself to the opinions of the Senate of 
the United States? Has the Senator no memory? Has every idea fled 
from his mind as to his own respon....<ribility for the condition of things 
that exists in this country to-day? Sir, the Senator with his venerable 
years and great experience would do well to understand after all that 
there is a sweetness in doing justice to an adversary; that there is a 
sentiment o( honor and a principle in dealing among gentlemen which 
should cause them to forbear to make accusation n:n:necessarily. He 
chides me with bringing a measure forward here to-night which I have 
<.:opied out of his own statute. He chides me for asking a general re
duction upon this subject, when the great newspaper press of this coun
try through the length and breadth of it are now advocating that as the 
only feasible measure. In retort I say to the honorable Senator that 
no one has broken from the ranks of his committee and has done vio
lence more frequently to fue recommendations of that committee than 
the Senator f1·om Vermont. There has not been one single proposition 
of an important character presented in this Senate during the whole 
length of the discussion where there was to be an increase of protection, 
that the Senator from Vermont has not abandoned his own bantling, 
that he has not dropped his own bill and voted against his committee 
for the increase. 

The Senator has not spoken very long at any one time upon any oc
casion since this discussion opened, except upon the Japanese indemnity. 
IIe found time on that occasion to make an hour and a half or an hour 
and three-quarters speech against the bill and to utter a diatribe against 
the p~r Japanese, which will stand in history as a monument of in
justice, and ~e wound up that wonderful and peculiar speech byanan
nouncement that he intended to vote for the bill. Well might he have 
said so, because he framed the bill. It was his language that pervaded 
it; it was his thought that was enacted; it was his wish that the Sen
ate carried into execution; and even after that was done, in the midst 
of the earnest anxiety of the Senate to press this great tariff bill to a 
conclusion, he deliberately took up an hour and three-quarters of the 
time of the Senate to be heard in opposition to his own measure, wind
ing up with a statement that he intended to Yote for it. 

The deba-tes here will show whether this side of the Chamber have 
wasted any time imprudently or improvidently; the votes will show. 
The debates will show the examination that has been made of the ques
tions, the thousands of questions-each a separate measure-that have 
arisen in the course of this remarkable investigation. They will show 
whether or not we have been throwing away the time of the people of 
the United States. We have;~ no moti-ve for this; we have only desired 
that if you pass a tariff bill it shall be a fair and a just one. That is 
all we ask, and we have asked that this committee hould inform us 
upon questions about which we have not had a fair opportunity to be 
informed, for when this debate was opened therewerenotmany Senators 
on this floor, out:o:ide of the Committee _n Finance, who really under-

stood the bearings of all the important questions involved in this great 
measure. We have occupied no longer time than was necessary to do
that; and now Senators arise on that side of the Chamoer and reproach 
the honorable Senator from Georgia that he has some views which he 
desires to present, because he has some ideas that he would like to have 
discussed by the Senate. Nothing can berecei>ed, it appears, except that 
which comes from the Committee on Finance or after the committee has 
exhausteditselffromsomehonorablememberofthecommittee. Senators 
will learn, perhaps, after they grow older in the service of their country, 
that the honors and authority which the Senate of the United States 
bestows on its membership do not happen to result from the mere fact 
of their being on committees. There are other considerations that are 
regarded here besides those, and it is not becoming nor is it the right 
of any Senator because he happens to be upon a committee to take the 
floor and consume as much of the time of the Senate as he pleases, and 
then undertake to reproa.ch gentlemen if they desire to express their 
opinions freely. 

~Ir. MORRILL. I am quite sure the Senator from Alabama would 
not do me any intentional injustice. Hehasstated that the bill for the 
reduction of 10 per cent. was framed by me. · 

Mr. MORGAN. I have so understood always. If I am incorrect 
about that I shall accept a correction. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator is very much mistaken. I had left 
the House 1i >e or six years before those bills were reported. Those bills 
came from the House of Representatives. 

Then again, the Senator has done me another, I am sure uninten
tional, injustice. He says I consumed an hour and a half or an hour 
and three-quarters of time here in discussing the Japanese indemnity 
fund. So far as that fact is concerned it is true; but I couldnotavoid 
it unless I omitted the presentation of my views, because it was a con
ference committee report, a privileged report to come in at any time, 
and while I urged the conference committee not to make the report 
until after we got through with the tariff bill, the Senator from Dela
ware announced to me that he was going away and, therefore, it must 
be made that day, and the Senate decided on its immediate considera
tion. I was quite averse to speaking then, for I was at that time suf
fering from a sudden cold I had taken, my throat was not quite in a 
condition for me to speak. -

l!Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am sure that I made no intima
tion that any Senator had occupied the time of the Senate improperly. 
Whether that time has been occupied with wisdom and with eloquence 
is a matter which the Senate and the country can determine for them
selves. I am quite willing to leave to the Senate whether I have occu
pied any portion of the time of the Senate improperly. I am quite 
willing to leave to the future, the judgment of the American people, 
thejudgmentofthe Senate, whether the Senator from Alabama or my
self is correct in our ideas on the tariff question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have been so much edified and in
structed and enlightened by the discussion of the last half hour, espe
cially by the courteous and logical speeches of the Senators from Mis
souri and Alabama, that I feel qualified to vote on almost any subject. 
If it is not out of order, I should like to ask what the question before 
the Senate is? [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoR-
GAN] proposes to strike out all the tariff legislation and to insert what 
will now be read. 

Mr. BROWN. I understood the Chair to rule a while ago that that 
would not be in order until the text was perfected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the only amendment pend
ing. 

l!Ir. BROWN. I offered an ::unendment when on the floor and made 
my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Georgia as offering any amendment, but as giving notice 
to the Senate of amendments that he would propose. 

l!Ir. BROWN. I offered one and ga>e notioo of others. 
ThePRESIDruG OFFICER. It is in order for any Senator tomo>e 

to perfect the text proposed to be tricken out at any time before the 
>ote is taken on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BROWN. By reference to the RECORD it will be seen that I did 
offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. :Neither the Chair nor the Secretary 
understood the Senator as offering any distinct amendment. He will 
please indicate the amendment he offers. 

l!Ir. BROWN. The amendment is at page 0, commencing at lino-
1861, to strike out the clause: 

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or ot.her package , 10 cents per one hundred 
pounds; in bulk, 6 cents per one hundred pounds. 

And to insert: 
Salt shall be placed on the free.-list. 

That was the amendment I distinctly offered. I do not desire to dis
cuss it, because I am not Yain enough to suppose that I could enlighten 
the Senate after a month's discussion here on any of these questions 
connected with the tariff. I desire a -vote upon it, but not to make 
~peeches. · 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
<Georgia will be read. proposed bytheSenatorfromGeorgia [Mr. BROWN], which will be read: 

The ACTING SECRETARY. On page 80, beginning in line 1861, it is The Acting Secretary read the words proposed to be stricken out, as 
moved to strike out: follows: 

Salt, in bags, sacks, or barrels, or other packages, 10 cents per one hundred 
pounds; in bulk, 6 cents per one hundred pounds. 

Mr. "JONES, of Florida. I understand that the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia is the pending amendment. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the pending amendment, pro
posing to perfect the text ef the bill mo•ed to be stricken out by the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

llir. JONES, of Florida. I understood the honorable Senator fr~m 
Georgia to say in the few remarks he addressed to the Senate a while 
aO'o that his purpose was to reduce the burdens of the people with re-spect to everything entering into the ordinary wants of life; to increase 
the taxes upon those things which were consumed by those who are . 
able to pay for lnxurie . Well now, sir, it does seem to me that the 
reduction proposed here is confined to the commodity of salt; but I 
think that the honorable Senator would simplify this whole proceed
ing very greatly if he were just to propose again what was proposed 
before and voted down, to put salt upon the free-lj.st. 

Mr. BROWN. That is my proposition. 
Air. JO:NES, of Florid..'l. But you intend to complicate this whole 

thin()' by a multiplicity of amendments which will lead to interminable 
debate, and which in my opinion will result in nothing of practical 
account. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not ask for any interminable debate. I simply 
want a vote on the proposition. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. You have taken your share already. 
Mr. BROWN. Not more than the Senator from Florida. 
:Ur. JONES, of Florida. A great deal more. The Senator includes 

in his amendments woolen goods, wines, brandies, and things of that 
sort. 
· Mr. BROWN. I only gave notice that I would offer those amend
ments. My present amendment is to strike out the ln.ng:uage which 
has been read and insert in place of it that salt shall be placed on the 
free-list. 
· 1t1r. JONES, of Florida. That is a mere renewal of the proposition 
-which was voted down before, but the other things are coming after a 
while. Does the Senator think that those articles which he has enu
merated will bear a higher tax and produce any additional revenue to 
the Treasury? That is a reasonable question. I think the very arti
cles that are enumerated are already taxed beyond the revenue standard. 
f Mr. BROWN. I wm reply to the Senator that we got more than 
$40,000,000 of revenue last year, and therefore I think the duties are 
within the revenue standard. 
• Mr. JONES, of Florida. It will not reach $40,000,000 ifyourprop
c.sition prevails. 

Air. BROWN. Oh, yes, it will-$50,000,000. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think those articles are taxed to the highest 

possible point that will bring revenue; and the Senator, under the pre
text of coming in here to raise additional revenue for the Treasury to 
make up what it will lose on salt, will take away from the Treasury, in 
my opinion, money that now comes into it by the million; and then he 
.speaks about silk and about a little champagne and a little imported 
brandy as though those things were not intended to be touched by any
body except gentlemen in the condition of my honorable friend. I think 
that there are a great ma.ny ordinary people with very moderate incomes 
in the Union who would like to taste a little French brandy occasion-

.ally at reasonable rates. · 
My honorable friend says those things are intended for the rich; the 

poor must not think of them. Silk and woolen cloths and good decent 
broadcloth nobody but the rich, he says, can touch; and hence we can 

.:afford to tax: them· to any extent. Now, sir, I say that is a dangerous 
rule to adopt. I do not think that any revenue system ought to be built 
upon a classification of the American people in that way. I think that 
when this committee that has been engaged in preparing this tariff bill 
·thought proper to reduce the burden with respect to these articles the 
'honorable Senator has enumerated their action ought to be permitted 
to stand. 

I shall certainly not vote with the honorable Senator from Georgia 
to increase to the extent of one cent the burdens of the American people 

-of any class, and I shall not undertake either here or elsewhere to claS
. sify them for the purposes of revenue as the honorable Senator proposes. 
The rights of the American people, so far as our political institutions 
are concerned, are the same, whether they be rich or poor; and if 
brandy, champagne, and silk and woolen cloths are taxed now to the 
full revenue limit and the wisdom of the Committee on Finance has 
thought proper to bring that tax down, I ca.n not for the life of me see 
the consistency in the Senator proposing to raise these taxes abo•e the 
limit recommended by the committee upon the ground that i t is neces
sary to make up for what we shall lose from the tax: on salt. If t he 
poor people of this country want free salt, in God's name give it to 
them. I shall vote with the Senator on that, but I will not vote with 
him on a single proposition to raise the tax on any of the other things 

eyond the limit that has been prescribed by the Finance C.mmittee. 

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 10 cents per one hundred 
pounds; in bulk, 6 cents per one hundred pounds: Provided, That exporters of 
meats, whether packed or smoked, which have been cured in the United States 
with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, that such meats have been cured with 
imported salt, have refunded to them from the Treasury the duties paid on the 
salt so used in curing such exported meats, in amounts not less than $100 : Pro
~ided further, That imported salt in bond may be used in curing fish taken by 
vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries, and in curing fish on the shores of 
the navigable waters of the United States, under such regulations as the Secre
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe; and upon proof that salt has been used for 
either of the purposes stated in this proviso the duties on the same shall be re
mitted. 

lli. BROWN. Myproposition is tostrikeoutthatlanguageandput 
salt on the free-list. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). On 

this subject I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] . 

:Mr. :McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. L.AMAR]. Ifhewerehere, I should vote 
"nay." 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [.M:r. Jo~STON]. If h~ were present, I 
should vote "nay." 

lli. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name wns called). I am pairecl with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If he were present, I 
should vote " yea." 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). l'tfy colleague [Mr. 
GARLAND] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [.Mr. EDMUNDS]. 
If present, my colleague would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Texas [.Mr. :A,IAxEY] is paired with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. The Senator from Texas, if present, would 
vote ''yea.'' 

The roll-call was concluded. 
M:r. KELLOGG·. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 

GROVER]. 
Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

BARROW]. Ifhe were present, I should vote "nay." 
Ur. FRYE. Uy colleague [~ir. HALE] is paired with the Senator 

from Ohio (Air. PENDLETON]. . 
The result was announced-yeas 24, nays 26; as follows: 

Beck:, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Davis of lll., 

Aldrich , 
Allison, 
Anthouy, 
Bayard, 
Camden, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Farley, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Hampton , 
Harr1S, 

YEAS-24. 
.Jackson , 
.Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Slater, 

NAY8-26 . 
DavisofW. Va. , Logan, 
Dawes, McMillan, 
Frye1 McPherson, 
Harnson, MillerofCal., 
Hawley, Miller ofN. Y., 
Hoar, Morrill, 
Ingalls, Platt, 

ABSE...~-26. 

Barrow, Garland, Lamar, 
Blair, Grover, Le.l\IcDphaillm , 

. Butler, Hale, , 
Cameron of Pa., Hill Mahone, 
Edmunds, Jo~ston, Maxey, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 
Ferry, Kellogg, Morgan, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Vance, 
VanWyck, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

Plnmb, 
Rollins, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Tabor. 

Pendleton, 
Sa ulsbury, 
S:l.unders, 
Sawyer, 
Windom. 

Ur. VANCE. I desire to call up the amendments to the internal
re\enue bill which I offered the other day, and which are on the table 
of the Secretary, to come in on page 4, line 28, at the end of the section, 
as additional sections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from .North Carolinia [Mr. VANCE] will be read . 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
SEc.-. That the laws and regulations providing the m eth od and ·machinery 

for the collection of internal revenue and for the appointment of storek eepers 
and storekeepers and gaugers a-re hereby declared not to appl~ to dist~leri s of 
spirits registered at a capacity of thirty gallon s or less production p er day. 

SEc. -. That all persons desiring to operate distilleries of thirty gallons' ca
pacity or lessperdayshall obtain a license therefor annua lly, under regulatio~s 
to be prescribed by the Secre~ of the Treasury, and s~a.ll r ender to the dts
trict collector, upon oath, sem.l·aru;mallr, the am<;mnt of spl!1ts produced for tax-
a tion in form and m a nner to be likeWISe prescribed by &ud Secretary. -

SEc. -. That there .shall be J?aid, for a license. to <ii:still fruit , S25 ; and to distill 
grain or other m a.terw.l, on st ills of not ex ceeding SlX gallons per day, $25 ; ex
ceeding six and not exceeding t en gallons per d ay $50 ; above t en and. not ex
ceeding twenty gallons per day, $75; and above that and not above thtrty gal
lons 100· and the tax on all distilled spirits from and a.ft.er the 1st January, 
1884,' shali be 50 cents per gallon, in addition to the license tax. 

·I 
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SEC. -. That the salaries of collectors of internal revenue, in all districts 

wherein 80 per cent. of all the registered distilleries do not exceed the capacity 
-of thirty gallons production per day, shall not be more than $2.000 per annum; 
and in addition thereto they shall be puid 5 per cent. on all moL.CYf.actually col
lected, which shall be in lieu of all allowances for clerks, deputy collectors, a:1d 
-other expenses as now allowed by law or regulations. 

1\Ir. VANCE. Mr. President, awordofexplanationastothesea'!11end
ment , for I am not disposed to consume my own time, much less the 
time of the Senate, at this period of the day or rather night. 

It is known to the Senate that a special committee of this body was 
.appointed to investigate the method of collecting the internal revenue 
in the sixth North Carolina collection district. That committee per
formed the dutyassigned to them, and the reportoftheirlaborsi<~upon 
the desks of Senators. From that report it appears that there are more 
small distilleries in the State of North Carolina than in any other State 
in the Union; that there are over 1,400 in fact in that State, and about 
800 of the 1,400 are in that one collection district; that there are only 
4 or 5 which have a capacity of more than thirty gallons production 
per day, and that the consequence is that the country is :filled with these 
small distilleries, the most of them being of the capacity of seven or 
eightgal.lonsperday, toeachoneofwhichthereisastorekeeperattached, 
and the land is full of storekeepers, storekeepers and gaugers, deputy 
collectors, special deputy collectors, and what not. In that one district 
there are over six hundred officers. According to the testimony which 
was taken by that committee, there were four hundred and twenty
seven in the year 1881, all on duty and drawing pay during the year, 
andquiteanumberwhohadcommissionBintheirpockets, waitingforem
ployment should it be practkableor should it be political policy to give 
it to them. The investigation showed very clearly that that army of 
office-holders were maintained expressly and the system of small dis
tilleries was encouraged for political purposes, and not for the purpose 
()f collecting revenue. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, 
there was collected in that collection district $499,455.80, and the ex
peDBes attending that collectioll'were 26 ,324, being a little over 54 
J>er cent., and the following exhibit is made in pmof of the fact that 
~his was a politicalmachiue. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, the expenses of the office of 
the collector in the collection district (including the pay of clerks, 
deputies, sub-deputies, and so on) amounted to $35,037.50. There 
was no election that year. The next fiscal year, ending June 30, 1881, 
which covered the period of the elections of 1880, the expenses of the 
office of the collector in that district were $44,4 72. 28. For the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1 2, which covered no election, those expenses sank 
down to $28,250. The amount paid for gaugers and storekeepers in 
:the year ending June 30, 1880, when there was no election on hand, 
·was $151,412. The amount paid to the same class of officers for the 
.Year ending June 30, 1881, which was the election year, was $201,395. 
The amount paid to officers of the same c~ for the year ending June 
·ao, 18 2, which co>ered no election, sank down to $115,567, and the 
:Same disparity is displayed in the payment of all the officers. 

The testimony further disCloses that these offices were disposed of by 
the collector, who was at the same time the chairman of the executive 
.committee of the Republican party of that State, for political purposes 
and scarcely for any other purpose. It was ac1.'"Ilowledged before the 
.committee that the offices were given to men with a view to making 
political converts of them. Many hundreds-it was not possible for us 
to tell how many-had blank commissions in their pockets, which served 
rthe purpose that wa intended when they were given to them, that 
-there was no use for at all, and whose names do not appear on the pay
.rolls, but whose names did appear prominently in politi al campaignB. 

It also appeared that what was called blockading or illicit distilling 
.and dealing in that country, that was so rampant a few years ago, had 
·nearly all disappeared, and it was apparently a great improvement upon 
-the fiscal system of the country. 

The introduction of this system of dividing up the larger stills into 
small ones was much commended, but it turned out that the illicit dis
tilling and dealing in spirits had only apparently ceased; theopen and 
defiant violation of the law had ceased, but it turned out that the vio
lators of the law had gone into partnership with the officers of the Gov
-ernment. It is in testimony by the opinion of the most competent men 
the committee could summon before it that the violatms of the law were 
making more money and doing a better business in this guilty partnership 
with the Government than they did when they were moon-;:hining in the 
full sense of that term. It was in proof before the committee, as will be 
·seen by reading the report and the testimony accompanying it, that in 
this system of very small distilleries, some of them of only three and a 
half barrels of grain capacity per day, the storekeeper would divide his 
pay with the distiller. He would have a commission in his po~ket, 
which would entitle him to $3 per day for every day he was at work, 
.and there being no futillery in operation to whlch he could be assigned 
he would propose to a neighbor, ''If you will start a disilllery now and 
let me be appointed storekeeper I will divide my pay with you,'' and 
the dollar and a half, the division of the storekeeper's pay, very nearly 
nm. the whole concern, for it only took about from $100 to S150 to start 
..one of that class of distilleries, and not more than two or three dollars 
-~·r day to operate it. 

It was also in proof that all conceivable frauds followed this guilty 

partnership; that the storekeeper, being in thedistiller'spowerbyreason 
of the violation ofthe law bythe division of the pay, was permitted to 
do what he pleased. If his distillery had a capacity of four bushels of 
grain a day he would allow the distiller to ''mash in'' and use as much 
more as he could crowd in, and in every conceivable way that was done. 
In many cases it was proven that there never was any grain measured 
or weighedforthedistilleryin compliance with the law; that the grain 
was placed in the house, the storekeeper would conveniently retire, and 
the distiller was allowed to help himself. It was also in proof that the 
custom prevailed by these accommodating storekeepers gauging up for 
taxation and placing in the warehouse the minimum capacity of the 
distillery; that is to say, two gallons of spirits to a bushel of grain, and 
leaving all the product over that untaxed, to be disposed of at the pleas
ure of the distiller. 

By good distilling where the product was made to reach three gal
lons a day, this system would give one gallon on every bushel of grain 
to the distiller that paid no tax to the Government; and not only that, 
but by the system of fraudulent mashing in or using the grain fre
quently the surplus over the minimum capacity that paid no tax ex
ceeded that which did pay the tax. One distiller in particular swore 
that he had a distillery assessed at forty-eightgallons capacity per week, 
and that he made one hundred gallons, and on fifty-two he paid no tax, 
and the Government got tax only on forty-eight, and that with the 
conBent of the officer placed there and paid $3 a day to see that the law 
was properly executed. 

It woUld be impossible for me to go over all of the frauds -and irreg
ularities, to give them the mildest term, that our committee found 
daily in that collection district. It shows very clearly the necessity of 
abolishing the revenue law as to these small distilleries, and hence the 
proposition for an amendment to the revenue laws which I have just 
presented to the Senate ; and that proposition is to repeal so much of 
the revenue law as requires the appointment of storekeepers and gaugers 
and pei'Sons to sit down at one of these little distilleries and watch, and 
provides that instead of that they shall take out a license and pay for 
that license in proportion to the capacity of the still and render an 
account upon oath of all that they distill for taxation. 

It may be said that it is opening the door to £•-and. The reply is 
that according to the testimony which was elicited by that committee 
the door to fraud is already wide open, and the United States revenue 
officer stands in the door welcoming all who see pmper to enter. When 
you come to consider that in one year it took.$258, 000 to collect 5499,000, 
if by imposing a license tax upon all who distill at all, and requiring 
them to come up and render upon oath the amount that they have dis
tilled for taxation-if, I say, there ill any possibility of -committing a . 
fraud there that would exceed the co t of colle<,-ting the re>enue there, 
then I would agree to surrender the proposition whlch I have made . 
But they could not possibly commit a fraud that would rob the Gov
ernment of as much money as is paid to useless officers for the interest 
and in the behalf of the Republican party of North Carolina, for that is the 
chief object in keeping them there. They are maintained as a regular 
political force, the collector being the chairman of the executive com
mittee of the party; he has things aU hls own way, and that I am satis
fied, from the examination of the Commissioner, Mr. Raum, is done with 
his full knowledge and conBent . 

Now, :Mr. President, another consideration. Senators will find set 
forth in this report, if they will take the trouble to read it, evidence 
showing that it is a political machine. This will be found in the man
ner in which political contributions were levied-in that county. :Every 
officer was required to give one month's salary; that is, ifhe was on duty . 
If he was on duty continuously for the year, that would be one-welfth 
of his salary; but many of them were on duty only two or three months 
during the year, or four and five and six months during the year, and 
sometimes the contributions amounted to 50 per cent. of all the officer 
received from the Government. Not onlywerecircularletters sentout 
requesting these voluntary contributions, but frequently the collector 
sent hi<~ deputies for it at the same time. Often tpe chairman of the 
executive committee would send around one of his deputies with blank 
checks, the pay of the officer being reserved at this collector's office; 
he would send around deputies with blank checks and require them to 
sign tho e checks in blank, and the money was held back until the checks 
were signed, checks upon the bank for their salary, and they were re-
quired to sign them in blank. . 

How can that kind of conduct escape the implication that it is a 
forced contribution? Think of it. The collector sends out hls depu
ties with the blank checks in hand and requires the officers to sign them. 
The money is reserved in the collector s hands, at the same time that 
collector being the chairman of the executive committee. Of course the 
money comes, and it is called a voluntary contribution! I believe every 
one of them swore that they willingly contributed with one exception . 

Those officers are thus appointed, and the commissionB are given to 
them for the purpose of levying contributions upon them for campaign 
purposes, and in some instances men were employed to edit newspapers 
and they were paid as Government officers, as w_ill be seen by reference 
to the testimony of the collector himself. I asked him distinctly about 
a certain paper, substanlially as follows: "Who owns the paper called 
the Asheville Pioneer?" "I do," said he, "with some two or three 
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other officers." "who edits it?" "Mr. C. W. Eves edits it." " How 
did you pay him for editing it?" "I made him a general storekeeper." 
And orarors were imported inro the district and paid in the same way, 
tramping up and down the country, and I traced up one Of them and 
sent for his record in the office to show what work he had done. It 
read something like this: On 19th policed from Stat&."'Ville ro Charlotte; 
20th and 21st, policing in and around Charlotte; 22d, policing from 
Charlotte ro Concord; 23d and 24th, policing around Concord. And so 
on all over the district. "Policing," and then by obtaining the copy 
of the Republican newspaper you would find that at every one of those 
places where he was policing he had an appointment to make campaign 
speeches to rally the faithful to support the party, and was paid for it 
out of the Treasury of the United States; policing in behalf of Repub
licanism, paid for it out of the Treasury of the United States. The 
revenue agentwhowassent to investigatethatmatterreported thatthe 
records showed he had done no service. And so it goes on, a system of 
corruption, on a small scale, it is true, but the most infamous and de
fiant system that ever was perpetrated in this country; and that is to 
be sustained by the people of the United States; that is to be paid for 
by the people of the United States! 

Sir, I want to. see this system broken up. The people of North Caro
lina have no objection to paying that tax: or any other tax laid upon 
them if it be necessary ro support the Government; but· they do not 
want their land filled with tramping emissari~ of a political party, 
using the power of the Government and prostituting their offices for 
the purpose of controlling the political opinions of the citiNens. 

Ifthis amendment shall be adopted as a part ofthe internal-revenue 
law of this country in my opinion there would result from it more 
clear money to the Treasury than is now collected. It is not possible 
that these men could commit more fraud against the Government than 
they are now committing, and the expenses of this vast army of officers is 
much greater in my opinion than the amount that these small distillers 
could defraud the Government of if the license for the still was prop
erly assessed according to the capacity. -

I will not, as I said when I started out, detain the Senate; it is too 
late an hour to do that and do justice to this subject; but I ha>efelt it 
my duty to call up these amendments and ask for a vote upon them 
before the bill finally passes from this jurisdiction. 

I want simply to say that I have collated the expenses of similar dis
tricts in the southern portions of the United St.ates, in the States of 
South Carolina and Georgia. and Tennessee, situated somewhat like the 
sixth district of North Carolina. I find in the second Georgia district 
that the collections were $266,000 and a fraction, and the expenses of 
collection $76,000, which I make about 30 per cent.; in the second 
Tennessee district the collections were $110,000and the expenses of col
lecting over $29,000, which I make about 33 per cent.; in the eighth 
Kentucky district the collections were $216,681 and the expenses of col
lection were 549,000, whichisabout25percent. ; in the South Carolina 
collection district I find the amount collected was ~135,907 and the ex
pense of collecting was $45,332, and so on. 

The amendment which I offer does not propose to disturb the inter
nal-revenue laws in the slightest degree except as to these small dis
tilleries of less than thirty gallons capacity. I think tlk'tt purity in 
politics would be promoted, I think that revenue would be promoted, 
and good order would be promoted, and the harmony and satisfaction 
of the people in all those sections of the country by the adoption of this 
amendment. 

:Mr. McDILL. Mr. President, as I was a member of the committee 
to which the honorable Senator from North Carolina has referred, it 
may be necessary for me in behalf of the II1!1jority of that committee to 
enter a dissent to some of the propositions made by the honorable Sen
ator from North Carolina, without reference to the merits of the amend
ment he has proposed. 

I understand him to charge that the evidence as taken before the 
committee shows that the offices of the revenue collector in the sixth 
dist1'ict of North Ca:J<>lina were used largely for political purposes. On 
the contrary, I think the evidence shows directly the opposite of that. 
It was undoubtedly true that the evidence showed that the collector in 
appointing his subordinates appointed them mainly from his own polit
ical party, but it was equally true that the evidence showed beyond 
any question that he often appointed men from the opposite political 
party. That is shown by the testimony of the collector himself as 
well as by the testimony of witnesses who were brought before the com
mittee and who had been in the employ of the Revenue Department, 
and who stated that they were and had been Democrats and had never 
changed their politics. 

Then, so far as the appointing was concerned, it was not confined at 
all to the Republican party, but appointments were made from both 
parties, and the collector states in a very intelligent way why he did 
so, and that brings out the real reason why politics bad some connection 
with the administration of the collection of internal revenue in that 
district. He states, and so doeS Commissioner Raum, that when he 
was called upon some yea1"S ago, about 1872 I think, to take charge of 
that di'3trict he found it in a deplorable condition. It is a mountain 
district, com!losed of thirly-four counties, in the western part of North 
Car0lina. There were no good roads; many of the roads were mere 

bridle-paths; every mountain, every ravine, every place almost was 
occupied by those who were known as blockaders or distillers of illicit 
whisky. At that time life was in danger. 

The collectors of re>enue and their subordinates were often in dan
ger as they passed from place to place. They frequently were unable 
ro obtain a meal's. victuals hecause the prejudices of the people were so 
great against the system, and why? It was becau e when they re
turned from the war they found this new system of collecting taxes~ 
Before that time for generations they had been in the habit of estab
lishing little stills and making up their corn and theirfruitinto liquor. 
They had never been used to a heavy tax upon liquors, and coming as 
they did from the war, coming back to their homes and finding all 
things in a ruinous condition, being a very illiterate kind of people, 
those engaged in this mountain whisky-ma.king were led to believe and 
often do believe, as I think the evidence shows, that this was some 
special system of torture that had been invented by the Yankees and 
that they were being put upon; that they had not merely been con
quered, that they had not merely been driven out of their camps and 
compelled to go back to their fields, but that they were being in some 
way put upon by the Government. 

It was not lo_ng until those who were engaged in political discussions
took ad>antage of this feeling and kindled the flame and made it bum 
higher instead of cooling it. All sorts of opprobrious epithets were ap
plied by those who represented the oppo ite political party to all wh<> 
were connected with the revenue service. They were called, it was said, 
gra !':hoppers. Although it was not in testimony, yet it was stated to 
me as a. matteroffact in thatStatethatoneeminentpoliticianobtained 
from the West one of the gra hoppers which sometimes depredate our 
fields, and embalming it in alcohol carried it about with him from stump 
to stump and illustrated what be called the wickedness and robbery and 
tyranny of the re>enue officers by a lecture upon the devastation which 
visited theW estern States through the grasshoppers. In this way these 
unfortunate people were raised up tO' a feeling that the war was not 
over so far as they were concerned and that all these taxes on whisky 
were so many devices of their natural enemies intended to torture them4 
These people were white people, many of them ignorant people, wh() 
were unacquainted with the course of public a.ffairs. 

Ir. DA WE". They had not caught on. 
Mr. McDILL. They had not caught on. About the time that Dr~ 

:Mott, who was the late collector of internal revenue of that district, was 
appointed, or hortly after that time, the present Commissioner of In
ternal Revenue tried some way of breaking up this illicit distilling in 
the E:outh, and I know of no better way of stating his plans and his 
mode than by reading a few sentences from his testimony, all of which 
any Senator who desiJ:es to understand the question should read care
fully. 

llu\e you any idea of the extent of country it co\ers? 

He was asked as to the district. 
.Answer. Well, it constitutes not quite one-half in territory uml almo tone

half in length of the State of North Carolina. 
Q. Nearly three hundred miles? 
A. 1 t mnst be very nearly three b undred mile . The policy of my predecessor

did not seem to be to establish a permanent system of repres ion, and suitable
means bad not been provided to overcome the formidable re i fu.nce which had. 
grown up in that and other districts. .After looking into the matter carefully, I 
became satisfied that the only way to suppress frauds there was to array against 
the wrongdoers a force which would be sufficient to overcome their re istance, 
and I directed in various communications the collector to employ the necessary 
force to overcome this resistance. I stationed in that district the most experi
enced and courageous revenue agents to a sist by co-operating with the collector 
in the enforcement of the laws. It was found that there were so many persons 
engaged in defrauding the government that to bring everybody to punishment 
who was guilty would involve so large a portion of the population that it would 
be quite impracticable. 

After consultation with the collector, whom I found to be a man of good j udg
ment, a. fixed policy was adopted of dealing with these offenders, and it was 
not confined to that dish·ict, but was made a general system in all the infected 
districts. The plan was, first, by vigorous measures, to force violators of tlhe law 
to the wall, so to speak, and then, after they had become satisfied of the deter
mination of the Government and its ability to enforce the laws, and h ad mani
fested a disposition to make peace with the Government, to extend to them 
leniency, on such conditions as should appeal to the best side of their nature, 
so as to induce them to cease comm.itting frauds and resisting the officers, and 
to observe the laws and assist in establishing a public sentiment favorable to 
their enforcement. In an this work, which was a work of time, for you can not 
r evolutionize a public sentiment so well settled as that in a. day-it takes years 
of patient labor-I found Collector 1\Iott not only earnestly devoted to the work, 
but an exceedingly energetic man, and possessing all the necessary qualifica tiona 
of mind and will to carry out the instructions that were given him. -

The suppression of illicit distilling, as I have said, was not confined to that 
district, but it was a general system, and at times armed forces were organized, 
extending from Wheeling, West Virginia, almost to the Gulf of Mexico, moving 
simultaneously, and co-operating for a month or two at a time for the suppres
sion of these frauds. One serious difficulty was the insufficiency of the appro
priations. The operations of the Government were spasmodic, not continuou , 
for the want of money. After the spirit of the illicit distillers bad been pretty 
well broken, I inaugurated a. system of encouraging the establishing of small 
legal distilleries in all the illicit-distilling districts, believing that the people who 
were in the habit of making distilled spirits would either make them lawfully 
or unlawfully, and I thought it was bettertoauthorizeRinalllicenseddistilleries, 
even though the Government should get only five or ten dollars a. day from 
them, rather than to have continual turmoil and confusion in trying to suppress. 
illicit distillation. That system originated in ml; office, and letters were written 
~s?m~~~ !!~~li~~f~;f~hJ:i~~ri~!~r upon t e work of encouraging the old 

Here is the origin of what is known as the small distilling system, 
and I do not think that my honorable friend from North Carolina or-
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any Senator upon the floor would be able to think of a better plan for 
'breaking up the illicit distillation than th~ plan ~h..'l.~ "":as a~opted. 
What in fact was the result? From that bemg a district m which the 
l'evenue officers were in danger wherever they traveled from point~ 
})Oint and were compelled to take their provisions with them because 
they ~uld not have the hospitality of the country, in the years that 
have passed since the adoption of that system all has been changed. 
His not known now that there is in all that district a single illicit dis
-tillery . It ¥\as evident every_where the co~tt;ee went, for ~e ~ot 
.only took testimony here but m North Carolina, m the very district 
which was being investigated ; and the testimony came not only from 
the political friends of the collector but from his political enemies, that 
there is a better state of sentiment in that country than there was 
.a while ago. Revenue officers can now travel with safety; revenue offi
~rs can now receive the hospitality of those with whom they wish to 
stop over night or for a meal. There is a better s~te of fe~J!ng. 

But it became necessary for those who were making a politicalattack 
.a!minst this system to change their base, and from arraigning the reve
n~e officers as those who were attempting to destroy the honest busi
ness of these people they changed their policy, and for some years they 
have been charging that this was a political machine, just as the hen
.orable Senator from North Carolina has charged to-night that this col
lector's office and all the paraphernalia of the office were a huge Re
publican political machin~. That was met, after consultation,. by the 
.appointment of Democratic young men to these places, the obJect be
ing as Dr. Mott, I think, expressed it, to divide the odium of the reve
nu~ system between the Democrats and the Republicans. He selected 
.as well as he could young men of good character and of good families, 
so that they naturally became the defenders of the system. They saw 
then, jor the first time probably, the injustice of the charges that were 
made a o-ainst this system and these officers, and gradually some of them 
moved ~ver toward the line of the opposite party, until some of them 
"became good Republicans. Others remained Democrats and are Demo
.crats to-day, but they testify with reference to the doings of the reve
nue system in a spirit of fairness. 

It may be that it costs a great deal of money to have these small dis
tilleries; so it costs a great deal of money I am told to officer some of the 
custom-houses on the border, which are necessary, however, to put a 
stop to smuggling. The difficulty comes from the habits of the peo
ple. These people are in the habit of having small distilleries. There 
is a real necessity, if they make whisky at all, that they should make 
it in that way. They are not able to ha>e larger distilleries; they are 
not blessed with the means of transportation thatwehavein the North
ern States, and it is almost a necessity for them to condense their prod
ucts in some way, and they have chosen to condense their corn and 
their fruit into whisky and brandy. As long as that state of' affairs ex
i sts there this or some better system must be adopted. This system 
is a tried one. 

:My friend says there was an abundance of evidence of a division of 
pay. True, there is evidence the charge was made. We heard by way 
.of rumor all over the State of North Carolina and we heard from wit
·nesses here rumors that storekeepers were dividing their pay with dis
tillers. I have not time, and it would not be fair to weary the Senate 
·by going fully into the testimony, but I wish to refer now to the testi
mony of some of these witnesses to show the character of it. The first 
witness sworn was J. C. Barkley, page 16: 

Heard one storekeeper say that he had to divide. Knows nothing of personal 
knowledge. Heard l\Ir. Freeze, a distiller, say that Storekeeper Summers had 
.agreed to divide with him. Heard one storekeeper say that he expected no as
signment because he would not divide, and another that he would not divide, 
but would pay liberally for board. 

That is the character of the testimony almost without exception. 
Mr. A. H. Brooks, an internal-revenue agent who was sent down 

there to investigate this charge, it having come to the ears of the Com
missioner that storekeepers were dividing, testified that he would not 
accede to distillers' terms: 

Learned of one case where distiller refused to run because the storekeeper 
would not agree to his terms for board. Witness reported case to .1\Iott, who 
said the distiller should not have the man he wanted if he never run. Witness 
and Dr. l\Iott tried to find a case of divi ion, but was never able to prove one. 

The Commissioner in his testimony said that he had thought a great 
deal about the matter; he had heard the rumors; be had some reason 
to believe that in some cases the storekeepers did divide their pay with 

·distillers, and that he had set the machinery of the office here at work 
to try to .find such a case. The character of the statements was largely 
of that same kind, and came, I have no doubt, from the political discus
sions and the political charges that were made. 

My friend says that there was some one who was an officer who went 
about making speeches, and he charges broadly that he was paid out 

.of the United States Treasury for making speeches. I heard when I 
was in North Carolina that the honorable Senator made last year eighty
odd speeches in the State of North Carolina. I suppose he drew his 
pay as a United States Senator at the time; but could I charge with 
any degree of candor or with any degree of reason that my honorable 
friend was paid out of the United States Treasury to make the political 

·speeches that he made? I could not do it. I think the evidence is 
:that this man was paid for the time he worked for the Government. 

With regard to political assessments I want to 8ay that it was in evi
dence that political assessments were raised there as they have been 
raised in_ everY, part of this country. It is a matter of public notoriety 
that they have been raised in that way. These young men down there 
paid large sums of money, sometimes giving over for political purposes 
as much as one month's salary; but I believe with one single excep
tion-and that was denied-all claim that they <Jid it voluntarily and 
were glad to do it and willing to pay. I know it may be said that that 
amounts to but little. Men will say that on any occasion, but that 
seems to be the testimony in the case . 

I want to call attention to the statement of Dr. 1\Iott as to the man
ner of collecting. He was being asked about the contributions for cam
paign purposes, and he says: 

Question. Did you undertake to force your subordinates to pay it? 
· Answer. Not at all. 
Q. Did you write a circular letter to your subordinates about it? 
A. I wrote a letter to the subordinates, and expre ed myself to every one of 

them saying, I think-that is my recollection ofitr-that they were not required 
to pay; that the committee didnotwantitunlessitwaspaid willingly. I wanted 
them to understand that, and so expressed it in the letter, and that if they did 
not a-ccede to it that in no sense would their standing be interfered with by their 
refusal, either at my office or at the Department. 

Q. So you left it entirely optional with them to pay it or not'! 
A. Yes, sir. I want to state further in connection with these asse ments in 

this State and the amount that was raised, that the amount that had been ex
pended in North Carolina generally to make a campaign there, under the dis
advantages the Republicans have to contend with in thatState-thattheamount 
necessary for those purposes was about $25,000. It takes about that to make an 
ordinary campaign, in the way that it had been conducted in that Sta~e; and in 
making these assessments I was governed by the amount that I thought neces
sary to make that campaign . 

I suppose it is too late in the day for any one eithe:r on this side or 
the other to- defend the raising of money in that way. I am ready to 
say, however, that the conduct of affairs in reference to political assess
ments, as far as I understand the case and as far as the evidence devel
oped it, was no other and no different from what has prevailed in all 
parts of this country for years past, even in the good old Democratic 
days when I am told it was customary to check off the roll beforehand, 
and at theveryplacewhere the disbursing officer paid the clerks a man 
was standing by to keep out the amount assessed against them. It was 
wrong then; it is probably wrong yet; but in this particular there was 
nothing peculiar in this district. 

Now, with reference to the amendttlent itself, I am free to say that 
it does look to me to be a pity that it shO'fud be necessary to spend such 
a large sum of money to collect the revenue, and yet I can see that there 
was a real necessity for this or some other plan, and this seemed to be 
the best plan at the time. It seemed to work well. Whether or not 
the change proposed by the honor&ble Senator from North Carolina caq 
now properly be adopted,. I am unable to say. I can see that in that 
country, si!uated as it is, being a mountain country, unless there was 
a constant delay ai:l.d hourly supervision of these small distilleries, there 
would be many doors wide open for fraud. It is possible that the plan 
proposed by the honorable Senator, if it was fully elaborated and care
fully studied, might be a better plan than the one adopted by the De
partment, but I think it ought to be after study on the part of the Fi
nance Committee, after inve tigation. I think it would be unsafe and 
unwise to attempt, as an amendment upon this bill, to change the plan 
of collection, especially when "'\\e have a plan which has succeeded in 
collecting the revenue. It is in testimony that under this system 1,160 
illicit distilleries have been broken up during the time Dr. 1\Iott was col
lector. So that the work done under this system hP.s been efficient in 
accomplishing this purpose, it has worked well, and we ought to be 
cautious in changing the system. 

My friend also proposes to reduce the tax. I am not in fa>or of that. 
I think the tax ought not to be reduced. I would not have taken any 
part in this discussion but for the fact that it seemed to me necessary at 
least to present this case in a little different view from that in which 
my fiiend from North Carolina presented it. He seemed to me to dwell 
too much on the testimony taken for the defense, ifi may use that term, 
and overlooked the testimony taken on the other side. The testimony 
taken by the committee is voluminous; it is general rumor. We were 
compelled to hearwhatwassaid bywayofrumor inorderthatwemight 
possibly find a man who knew the alleged facts. But I undertake to 
say that not in one case in ten thousand did we P.ver get past rnmor. I t 
seemed to be a circular motion, and I think it generally came from po
litical speeches made by some orators during the· campaign. There was 
a great deal of cloud and no rain, as my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
UITCIIELL] suggests. He was a worthy coadjutor in the work we un
dertook to do down there, and I hope he will give his views on the sub
j ect. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President-
Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will allow me 

to make a reply. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. This does not seem to be a fair 

discussion. If the Senator wants to reply I shall certainly n ot prevent 
it, and I will gj>e way of course if he will give me the floor after a while. 
I do not want to occupy more than two or three minutes. 

Mr. VANCE. My friend n·om Iowa thinks that we got no proof, that 
it was all rumor we got when we were in North Carolina investigating 
the sixth collection district. Doubtless when his recollection goes back 

• 
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over the testimony he will modify that statement. When we put men 
on the · stand who confessed that they had done these things it seems 
to me that that would amount to proof, especially in the absence of any-
thing to the contrary. · . 

We put quite a number of men on the stand who confessed that they 
had divided their pay with the distillers or rather quite a number of 
the distillers on the stand who confessed that they did receive pay from 
the storekeepers. Weput quite a number of practical distillers on the 
stand who swore that they had made more whisky that was not taxed 
than was taxed; who swore that the sto11ekeepers stood by and never 
made them measure or weigh the grain as the law requires; and they 
said that the storekeeper would gauge up his two gallons that the Gov
ernment required and let them take the balance. We also proved by 
men that false keys were· made arid that the distillers were in the hab~t 
of carrying false keys and entering the warehouses and removing whisky 
surreptitiously. All these things were proven by parties who state that 
they did it or saw it done. If that does not amount to proof, I confess 
I do not know what proof is. Of course there was a good deal of rumor, 
because that kind of investigation had to take rumor in order to put us 
up6n the track of the evidence. It was a general inquiry, a grand in
quest into the spirituous affairs of that collection district. 

In relation to this man Harris, the Senator from Iowa says certainly 
I can not be accused of taking money out of the Treasury of the United 
States for making political speeches while a Senator. I think that is 
hardly a fair parallel to the case before us. This man did not live in 
the district. He was a colored man and a noted orator among the col
ored people. He was sent for and brought intothedistrictpendingthe 
Presidential campaign in 1880, and was on campaign duty for a large 
portion of the time, and he received pay, as the vouchers that were on 
:file which were produe<sd before the committee show, and that he did 
no work. I beg to show by reading from the testimonyofthe revenue 
agent who was sent to investigate: 

USITED STATES INTERNAL REvENUE, 
GTeensborough, N. 0., February 6, 1881. 

Sm: In reply to office lett~r of 20th January, 1881 (" T. M. C." & "L. S. R."), 
directing me to find out to what particular duty James H. Harris, special deputy 
in the sixth district of North Carolina, at $125 per month, is assigned, and to re
port upon his character, qualifications for the service, and the work performed 
by him during the time he has been under commission, I havethehonortostate 
that an investigation of the case shows that the duty to which 1\lr. Harris is as
signed is to circulate around among the q,olored people and gather what in
formation he can as to parties engaged in illegal traffic in spirits and tobacco in 
that district. 

As to his character, I am hardly competentto judge from my own knowledge, 
having met him only once, but from what information I have been able to gather, 
I should consider it reputable. · 

r As to his qualification for that service; I see no reason why he is not qualified, 
but I think very little can be accomplished in that way. 1\Iy experience ha-s been 
that very little can be accomplished by this method. It soon comes to be un
derstood or su....cq>ectcl what such a person's business is, and very little informS.: 
tion will be imparted. 

In the ca-se of 1\!r. Harris, I find that the colored people generally understand 
his business, and they will give hjm no information. 

.As to the work performed by him, there is no record in the collector's office 
showing that he has accomplished anything during the seven month:! he bas 
been on this duty. 

I learn that much of his time has been spent out of his district. 
I consider him of no use to the service in his present capacity. 

Very respectfully, 
HORACE KELLOGG. 

Revenue Agent. 
llon. GREEN B. RAUM, 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Washington, D. 0. 

That does not appear to be rumor. That is the report of the revenue 
agent who was sent there to examine, and he says he finds no record of 
his having done anything; but the newspapers of the day show that 
he had a splendid record in mllying the colored people to the support 
of the Republican ticket in 1880. I have no objection to that in the 
world, but I state that his valuable services ought to have been paid 
for out of the pockets of the faithful, and not out of the Treasury of 
the United States. 

· Now I want to read a little more from the testimony taken in refer
ence to the appointment of men with a view to proselyting. Here is the 
testimony of the collector himself when he was upon the stand, the ques
tion being put by the chairman: 

Question. Has not your office been administered, in part, with a view of 
making converts from your political opponents? I mean by th~t-if you do not 
understand me-have you not picked up young men of large family connections 
and got them into positions in the departments with the expectation that they 
would become Republicans and bring their friends with them? 

Now, here is his answer: 
I would say, in reply, that I had two purposes in selecting men for these places. 

One was, as I stated this morning, to transfer as much as possible the odium that 
was put upon the service there in that State to the Democratic party; and ap
pointments were made thereamong the Democrats against the wish of my politi
cal friends, and with that view. I know I was threatened at one time with a 
move against me on account of that. I escaped at the time by defending myself 
in my conversation with my political associates that it would result in the way 
1.hat you see it has. That is one defense of my course, and I confess that I have 
selected men with that view to some extent. 

There is the open acknowledgment. 
:Mr. EDMUNDS. That means virtually that he was getting Demo

crats to obey the law and then they would become Republicans. 
Mr. VANCE. Perhaps he did mean that, and perhaps he did not. 

Now, let us see if that is the case that he wastryingtogetmen to obey 

the law . . The charge made against the collector by RevenueAgentCrane, 
on which he wa.s discharged from office soon after his appointment, was. 
as follows: 

7. :Mott has received credit on his disbursing accounts for$900 paid W. P. Drake
for services as deputy collector for the last quarter of 1872 and the first quarter
of 18i3. Drake never rendered any service as deputy collector. 

That is the charge made by the revenue agent, Crane. ' Here is the
answer to it by the collector, Mott: 

Mr. Drake, one of the publishers of the only Republican journal in this district., 
was appointed a deputy in good faith, but did very lit-tle service as such, forth& 
reason-

! call the attention of the Senator from Iowa especially to this-
for the reason that shortly after his appointment the main printer in the news
paper office became disabled. Printers are scarce in this section, and the Presi
dential campaign being on hand all such were tightly engaged. Consequently, 
Mr. Drake renewed his operations at the new~;paper office, while hi~ work as 
deputy was faithfully and efficiently discharged by others employed for the pur
pose. 

Mr. McDILL. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to the-
testimony on that point? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 
Mr. McDILL. He will find on page 369: 

Question. Mr. Drake was a general storekeeper residing in Statesville? 
Answer. Yes, sir. 
Q. Which Mr. Drake was it? 
A. E. B. Drake. 
Q. What aged man is he? 
A. 1\lr. Drake is now 68 years old, I think near 70. 

Mr. VANCE. That is the father of the man I am reading about~ 
That is the old gentleman who was general storekeeper. This is the
young man, W. P. Drake, who was a special deputy. 

Mr. McDILL. From what page is the Senator reading? 
Ur. VANCE. From page 511, from the answer of Mott to charges 

made by Crane. Now, in the case of Eves, to which I referred-
Mr. McDILL. I have now found the place·! want to call the Sena

tor's attention to--the answer to the seventh charge which he was read-
ing. . 

After stating" that shortly after his appointment, the main printer 
in the newspaper office became disabled," he says: 

Printers are scarce in this section, and the Presidential campaign being on 
hand, all such were tightly engaged. Consequently, 1\lr. Drake renewed hie 
operations at the newspaper office, while his work of deputy was faithfully and 
efficiently discharged by others employed for the pW'pose. 

1tir. VANCE. Certairily, but Ur. Drake was paid while other people 
did the work. That is what I complain of. Others were paid for do
ing the work. 

1th.LOGAN. ~rakepaidtheoiliers? 
Mr. VANCE. No; there is no statement of that kind. While his 

work as deputy was faithfully and efficiently discharged by others em
ployed for that purpose, there is no ~vidence whatever that Mr. Drake 
paid them. Let us see if anybody paid for ilie work done by Mr. Eves, 
at page 408. If my friend from Iowa sees proper to keep up with me,. 
he will find what I am going to read: 

Question. Who joined with you in the purchase of the" Pioneer?" 
Answer. I think Mr. Brya:a was one; A. B. Gillespie, and Mr. Brown. 
Q. Was 1\lr. Lusk? 
A. Yes, sir~ 1\Ir. Lusk was in, too. 
Q. Whom aid you get to edit it? 
A. 1\Ir. Eves. 
Q. C. W. Eves? 
A. Yes,sir. . 
Q. How did you pay him for his service as editor? 
A. Eves was at that time a. general storekeeper, and he probably acted as. 

deputy too. 
Q,. Did he have much work to do? 
A. I do not remember. There is not much work on that side of the mountains. 

You have some knowledge of it. There are not many distilleries over there;. 
but we are compelled to keep an officer there. 

That is the way he was paid, and so it runs through the whole of this. 
testimony. I suppose it will not be denied by any one conversant with 
the affairs down there that the· whole thing was a political machine, 
and the collector was at the same time runner and organ-grinder and. 
handle-turner of the machine. 

There were some irregnlaties discovered of a very serious characte1 
in the office in the earlier years of the administration, to wit, the forg
ing of vouchers, the putting in of the names of men as having done serv
ice, accompanied by vouchers purporting to be sworn to and signed by 
the collector, and all that, for the purpose of obtaining credit on the
disbursing account of the collector in the office in this city. The col
lector answered to that, admitting that these things had been done, and 
said they were done without his knowledge. When asked why he did 
not know of these things, they having been done in his own office by 
his own chief clerk, his answer was that he was absent in the campaign. 
There is the secretofthewhole thing. He was absent in the campaign 
serving his party, and not serving the Government in the office to which 
he had been appointed and for which he was receiving pay. 

I will not go further into these irregularities, the false and forged 
vouchers that were exhibited before the committee. They will aU be· 
found in the testimony submitted with the report of the committee. 
But! have to say inconclusiononce more thatit eemsto me no candid 
and dispassionate man can thoroughly read and tudy this testimony 
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but will be convinced that it is a machine of a ~litical party, a politi
cal branch to the revenue department of this Government that is not 
creditable to be maintained openly at the expense of the public, and 
that it would result not only to the credit of the country to abolish it, 
but it would result to the actual benefit of the Treasury to abolish all 
this machinery as applied to these small distilleries throughout the 
mountain r~gion of the South. 

Mr. McDILL. Mr. President, if I may be pardoned for a moment 
longer on this subject--

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to modify my 
amendment, wherein it provides that the tax upop. whisky shall be re
duced to 50 cents a gallon; not that I would not have it that, but I am 
satisfied that from the vote taken two or three days ago the sense of the 
Senate is decidedly ag&nst a reduction. Therefore I modify it so as 
not to change the existing tax upon whisky. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER(Mr. HARRisinthechair). Theamend
ment of the Senator from North Carolina is so modified. 

Mr. McDILL. I think it is onlyfair that I should refer toone mat
ter spoken of by the Senator from North Carolina, and that is thatpart 
of his remarks in which he speaks of irregularities and then of forged 
vou<!hers. Let me state briefly the facts concerning that case. It was 
a matter which occurred within a very few months of the appointment 
of the collector, who afterward served as I recollect about eight years. 
He entered upon the discharge of his duties in that mountain district 
which I described in my former remarks entirely unacquainted with 
the routine work of the revenue office. At that time the system of 
supervisors of internal revenue was still in vogue and lli. Perry was the 
supervisor of that district. Mr. Perry suggested to Dr. Mott the em
ployment of one J. A. Clarke, with whom .Mr. Perry had had acquaint
ance, and with whom, as I recollect the testimony, Dr. Mott had none, 
saying he was an efficient man and understood the .routine workofthe 
office, and he could trust him to set things going in the proper way. 

At that time allowances were made of so much per annum for the 
employment of officers, and the collectors of internal revenue were al
lowed to employ as many or as few as they chose; they could only take 
from the Treasury the amount that was allowed them for that fi.scaJ. 
year. :M:r. Clark took charge. He &~.ys in the district from which he 
came it was the custom to fill up in an informa} way vouchers, and they 
often filled them up for a much larger amount than the allowance for 
the year with the intention of affecting the allowance for the coming 
year; that is to say, if the estimate had been made forthreedeputiesat 
$100, they would make up vouchers for five deputies at $125 that they 
might thereby impress on the mind of the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue the necessity of making a larger allowance for the coming year. 

A mn,n named Kestler served a portion of a month and $65 was paid 
to him, but it seems the collector did not know that Kestler had been 
discharged. :Mr. Mott, as the Senator suggests, was absent, let it be 
on campaign duty; he was absent from the office, and trusting at the 
time to what this man Clark should do, Clark filled out the voucher, 
attached Kestler's name to it and signed it, but the money was not 
paid to Kestler, but was paid to a man of the name of Walker. The 
evidence is clear and explicit that not one single dollar of money did 
Dr. Mott draw from the Treasury improperly; on the contrary that it 
was utterly impossible for him to so draw a dollar of money from 
the Treasury, because the allowance was made for the fiscal year, and 
over and above that amount it was impossible for him to draw. The 
charges were made against him at once when thQ matter was discovered, 
and it was discovered about the time that it occurred. Dr. Mott was 
summarily removed as soon as the charges were made. An investiga,
tion was had by the Internal-Revenue Department and Dr. Mott was 
restored, and remained in that office eight years. He was vindicated 
by the men who investigated the transaction. 

A large part of what the honorable Senator from North Carolina reads 
is from the reports of the revenue agents. All who know the working 
of the Revenue Department well know that they are sent about in the 
shape of detectives, but it is sometimes the case that they magnify their 
office. I think sometimes they are impressed with the idea that unless 
they tell something wonderful of what they bn,ve seen or smelt the De
partment will not regard them as efficient detectives. Almost every 
one of these things b¥ been investigated; and if Senators will examine 
the testimony of the commissioner, .Mr. Raum, they will find that the 
conduct of that office from first t6 last was reoaarded as proper and reg
ular. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me t<> ask him if there is any 
proof of a reinvestigation of the case of Mr. :Mott when he was first 
turned out? 

Mr. McDILL. I think there is not. The proof stands this way: 
that he was removed as soon as the charge was made. Then a letter of 
Dr. Mott, explaining the charge, was given in evidence, and it appears 
be was put back in the place, and served for nearly eight years after 
that time. 

l\Ir. VANCE. Is it not in proof also that he was restored by the 
President over the protest of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and the Secretary of the Treasury both? 

Ur. VANCE. One more question, and then I will give the floor tO' 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. CAMERON]. The Senator from 
Iowa says that there was no money obtained upon these false and 
forged vouchers. Suppose the money, as it was, was placed in the 
hands of.the collector on the estimate made for the official expenses of 
the year, and suppose vo 'l.chers were sent out which were false and 
forged to a-ccount for the expenditure of that money already in his hands, 
I ask if that is not the same thing as drawing money out of the Treas
ury directly upon those false and forged vouchers? 

Mr. McDILL. No, sir; that was not the case. It was expected 
when this allowance was made to the collector that he should himself 
take care of all subordinates, and they got their pay from him or none 
at all. 

Mr. VANCE. Of course the collector was not expected to keep all 
the moneythatwasover. He was not expected to retain that; but the 
funds were given to him to expend in the proper expenses of his office 
upon condition that proper vouchers should be filed. Of course if all 
the money given to him for office expenses was not expended the bal
ance belonged to the Treasury, and if sending up the name of a man as 
having served nine months who had not served at all, and only had 
pretended to serve for hventy-one days, and getting credit upon the dis
bursing account in this city in the Commissioner's office for that much. 
money expended of the amount in his hands, if that was not an im
proper expenditure of money I do not know what could be. 

Mr. McDILL. But the evidence shows that every dollar of that; 
money was not paid to Kestler, but was paid to Mr. Walker. 

Mr. VANCE. That was the evidence, I admit, but it was not the· 
evidence at the time. 

llr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I certainly should not engage in the
discussion between these Senators, · but I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate for a moment to what was said here to-night. At this late 
hour of the day and with but few days remaining of this session, we 
were told to-night that there was no disposition to prevent the passage 
of this bill or action being taken upon it, and within one hour after 
the criticisms fell from the lips of the Senator from lfissouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL] applicable to this side of the Chamber we have conduct 
pertinent to this bill, of a very significant character. The Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] introduced a proposition here to change 
the whole system of collecting the internal revenue of this Govern
ment, a proposition calculated to provoke discussion, and a proposition 
that can perform no office in connection with this bill except that of 
delay. I will not say that it was introduced for that purpose, but I 
do say that is the only office it can perform. Instead of discussing the 
amendment on its merits as to whether this would be a better plan than 
the present system for the collection of the internal-revenue tax on dis
tilled spirits, we are to listen here to a speech in reference to the con
duct of men who were officers anti who are now citizens and out of 
office. We are t<> listen to detailed accounts of political speeches and 
matters wholly disconnected with the question so far aa the collection 
of the revenue is concerned. 

Now, sir, what is the proposition? It is to provide that distillers who 
distill thirty gallons or less per day shall not be required to have vigilance 
over them by the officers ef the Government, but that they shall be per
mitted to distill spirits by obtaining a license from the Government. I 
wish to call the attention of the Senator who proposed this amendment 
to one or two of his own propositions: First, he objects tothemodeand 
manner of collecting the revenue. Why ? Because corrupt men were 
appointed, he says, in a certain district, but who no longer hold office. 
Corrupt men have been appointed in office at times since the world be
gan, and the best laws that have ever been enacted have sometimes had 
corrupt and bad men to enforce them. That is no argument against the 
law. It is only an agument noaain.st the men who were appointed under 
the law. 

The Senator says that some of them were Democrats. If they turn 
out to be dishonest on a-ccount of being Democrats, I have naught to 
say. If they were more honest because they were Democrats, the bet
ter for the Government; but that is no argument. I will answer the 
Senator's proposition in this way: The time has not long passed when 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue had to ask for the power of this 
Government to be exercised to enforce the laws in the State of North 
Carolina, in the State of Tennessee, in Georgia, and in other States or 
the South, in order to collect the revenues of the Government. People 
there were determined not to pay the taxes on distilled spirits due t() 
the Government, and they were denominated and known as ''moon
shiners'' in the land. One thousand men in one locality in one week 
pleaded guilty in a Southern State to having violated the re-venue laws. 
Men were convicted and sent to fue penitentary for violations of the 
law. Men were murdered and driven out of the States because they 
were revenue officers But those men learned finally that they must obey 
the law. To-day the revenues are collected all over the country fairly~ 
and I believe honestly, and at the very moment when we come down 
to a point when the revenues can be collected in his State the Senator 
desires a ln,w to be passed that will give opportunity to everjr character 
of fraud that can be invented by the genius of man. 

Mr. ¥cDILL. I do not know but tba.t may be true. 
the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue, however. 

It was not . The Senator says we Should collect more revenue by allowing these 
· distillers to make an affidavit as to how much they have distilled. 
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First, he says he proposes to wipe out the machinery of the internal
revenue laws and substitute a new machinery, which is that the dis
tiller shall make an affidavit as to how much spirits he has distilled 
during the day, the month, or the year, and that statement shall be 
taken and the revenues collected on that. In the next breath he says 
that those same "distillers testified befqre a committee that they distilled 
more whish.'"Y that they did not pay the tax on than they did pay the 
ta.x on. Yet you are asked to take their affidant as to the t~.mount of 
-whisky they distill. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. VANCE. The Senator perhaps did not understand me. Per

haps I did not make myself clear. I speak of a distiller sometimes us 
the man who owns the distillery, and then of the distiller as the pract
ical man who operates it. The practical workmen who operate the 
distillery were the men who said they did do this thing. 

Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference whether the man who owned 
the still or the man who operated it for him cheated the Government; 
it was all the same; the Government was cheated and the owner got the 
profit and the Governmentwas defrauded. Now, the Senator, who de
sires to have everything done honestly, judicio\lSly, and properly, and 
in good order, comes here and asks the Congress of the United States 
to take the affidavit of these thieves who cheated the Government, ac
cording to his own statement, rather than to have an officer of the Gov
ernment stand there and watch them. That is the argument of the 
Senator. That is the honesty that is to be ascertained and to be found 
in the execution of the law that he proposes. 

Allow me to demonstrate here in one moment how easy it would be 
to defraud the Government under the plan proposed. First, the Sen
ator says it costs $200,000 in his district to collect $400,000, or very 
nearly that sum. I believe that was his statement. Suppose it had 
cost the whole $400,000 to collect the revenue, it only proves the dishon
esty of the men engaged in that business in that district to require so 
much expenditure in order that the Government shall not be defrauded. 
But let us examine for a moment and see how it would work. The 
Senator wants the country to understand that because of the expense in 
that district the Commissioner of Internal Revenue winked at those 
frauds, which is not tlue, for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is 
.an honest man. But because it cost 50 per cent. in that district to col
lect the revenues the Senator would like to have the country under
stand that that is the expensive machinery which applies all over this 
country. 

If the Senator would only remember back two or three years I sup
pose he would recollect what it was that cost the Governmen-f!so much. 
It was to protect the lives of officers of this Government; it was to 
keep them from being assassinated; it was to prevent men from per
petrating murder in order that they might rob and plunder the Gov
ernment of this revenue. The report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shows that the whole cost of collecting the internal revenue 
.of this Government is 3} per cent. My State pays $23,000,000 of this 
revenue, while the Senator's State pays comparatively a mere bagatelle. 
My State pays more revenue into the Treasury of the United States 
than every Southern State put together. It is for the protection of the 
States that pay the revenue that the expenditure of the Government is 
necessary in protecting the Government against fraud by these distill
-ers in the mountains. If you require the distillers of spirits to pay 
from ten, :fi.fteen to twenty million dollars revenue they expect from 
this Government that it will be required as well that they shall be pro
tected by the Government in the collection of its revenue, and that the 
Government will require the small distillers as well distilling all over 
the country to honestly pay the revenue to the Government instead of 
putting their whiskies on the market without paying the revenues, 
thus forcing the distillers in theN orth to pay the large amount of reve
nues to the country and engage themselves perhaps if they are inclined 
to be dishonest and to act in fraud ~aainst the Government in order to 
protect themselves. 

It seems that Senators representing certain Democratic localities want 
protection of every kind of everything they produce. They want the 
Northern States to pay the revenues, first the duties that are collected 
from foreign imports; then they want the Northern States to pay the 
revenues that are assessed as internal taxes, and at the same time they 
want high protection on their dutiable goods. At the same time they 
want the internal revenue wiped out so far as they are concerned, or at 
least I refer to the Senator from North Carolina. That would be the 
result of his proposition, whether it is his intention or not. 

The mom.ent that you allow these men to prosecute this work merely 
by giving a licen: e to the Government that very moment you tell them 
to commit every character of fraud that is known in the catalogue of 
frauds. You notifythem that there is no eye to watch them, that there 
is no officer near them, that there is Iio one to bother or interfere with 
them while they are prosecuting their work and their labors; but at 
the end of a certain term they will have to come up and make an affi
davit that that is all the whisky they have distilled, and that is all 
the tax t~ey will be required to pa,Y. If the distiller is so honest that 
he will not perpeh·ate a fraud by making a false affidavit, I suppose 
the same sharacter of men that he speaks of that run the distilleries 

down there could be procured very easily, doubtless there are many of 
them n.ll over the country, North and South too, that could be procured 
to make affidavits as to tlte amount of liquors they had made. It is 
very easy to allow a distillery to be run in the name of any person and 
the name of the owner to be unknown. It is a simple proposition, and 
this proposition of the Senator from North Carolina i a proposition to 
perpetrate fraud against the Government. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. VANCE addressed the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
1\fr. MORRILL. I trust we may have a vote at the present time. 

I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Before the vote is taken !should 

like to make a few remarks. 
The PRESIDENT pro ternp01·e. Is there a second for the yeas and 

nays? 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CAMERON, ofPennsylvania. Mr. President---
MI-. VANCE. I do not propose to be taken off my feet by a cn.ll for 

the yeas and nays. 
Ur. EDMUNDS. The thirty-ninth rule takes you off your feet. 
Mr. VANCE. And the fortieth rule will keep me on them. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Will the f'.>rty-tirst rule take mo 

off of mine? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 

will be recognized as soon as the Senator from Pennsylva.n.ia concludes. 
Mr. VANCE. Very well, if the Senator from Pennsylvania was rec

ognized first; but I shall claim the floor and hold it as my right and at 
my pleasure. 

Mr. CAMERO~, of Pennsylvania. My impression is that I gave up 
the floor some time since to the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has decided that the Sen
ator from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor. 

:Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I do not wish to speak upon the 
matter which has just been under discussion, but I desire to submit a 
few remarks upon the tariff question generally. It may appear some
what odd that I should submit them atthis time, but I think it is best 
that what I have to say ~hould be said now . 

Mr. President, I do not believe in the a- ertion that there is a demand 
for a general readjustment of the tariff. There is no such demand. What 
the people need is relief from internal taxation. They do not believe 
that protection is really taxation. Neither do I. I do not believe that 
this discussion has been beneficial. It has paralyzed trade for months, 
and will probably paralyze it for a year or more to come. Let us de
vote ourselves to the reduction of internal revenue, which is taxation. 
Pass a bill which will take off all internal taxation, but stop at that 
and let the tariff alone. I am inclined to this opinion because I think 
it best for the country and because I want the Republican party to be 
the party of protection, and of protection for the whole country. There 
have been too many individual interests at work trying to control its 
readjustment, and which come here and ask for something for them
selves, for their penknives, or their cotton-gins, or their files, or their 
saws, or whatever they individually manufacture. I do notbelievein 
this kind of protection. I believe in protection as a principle. I be
lieve in it because I think it is the only way that this great country, 
in all its surroundings and characteristics, can have prosperity. 

Protection means prosperiiy for all om people. I want protection 
for the Carolinas in their rice, for Georgia in her cotton, for Louisiana 
in her sugar, for Alabama, the Virginias, Pennsylvania, New York, and 
for all the other States, in whatever industries and productions are best 
suited to them. Believing this, however, I do not believe in trading. 
I will never trade one interest in my State to help gain the interests of 
another State. I have no right to criticise the actions of other Senators, 
nor have I the slightest intention to make any personal reflections; but 
I want to say that the Republican party for more than twenty-five 
years has proclaimed protection from the house-tops, and it is a princi
ple which has saved us over and over again; and conspicuously so in 
the last canvass, when Indiana. itselfwas carried for protection and be
cause of the assertion that we were protectionists, not because we wanted 
to help the glass manufacturers of that State, not because we wanted 
to help any simple interest, not because we were for protecting any 
particular industry in that State, but beca,use we were protectionists 
generally. Yet when we come together here we act simply each man 
for the particular interest of his own constituents. That is unfair and 
unreasonable. If individual interests are to control in the readjust
ment of the tariff, each bargaining and arranging with the other, then 
I am against this whole measure. I am a protectionist, not in the in
terest of this or that industry, but forthewelfareofthe whole country. 

Why should our people buy a toy from Germany instead of buying 
one that is made in America? Why should they buy cheap cotton and 
woolen cloth that comes from England? Why should they buy wool 
that comes from Australia? Why should they import sugar fi:om the 
West Indies and cheap machinery from England? Why should they 
contribute to the prosperity of other countries at the expense of their 
own? I am in favor of the utmost freedom of trade between the States 
of this. Union, but of the highest possible protection ~aainst other coun-
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tries for everything that we can produce ourselves. If people wish to 
buy the products of other countries instead of our own, then let them 
pay for them. But this protection must be framed for the benefit of 
the country at hrge, not of certain special interests and not by agree
ments between those interest . 

Let there be no attempt at a bargain. If there is any attempt at 
trading, if there is any attempt to make a compromise, I am against 
it as absolutely and unqualifiedly as the most extreme free-trader in 
the Senate. For him I have respect. He believes honestly in his doc
trine of free trade, and he has the courage to proclaim it. This is his 
honest conviction, and he thinks we should have free trade for every
thing. I differ with him in toto; but I say let us have one thing or 
the other. Let us have free trade or protection, but let. us have no bar
gaining. Let us be courageous enough to do what we believe to be right. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Finance, with instructions to report to-morrow morning 
a bill to reduce internal-revenue taxation without any tariff amendment. 

Ur. VANCE. Mr. President--
Mr. MORRILL. Of course that is not in order. 
Ur. Cil1ERON, of Pennsylvania. We will try the sense of the Sen-

ate upon it. I think it is in order. · 
Mr. INGALLS. Why is it not in order? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 
Mr. MORRILL. It is a resolution, and therefore must lie over one 

day. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It is not a resolution. I offer it 

as a simple motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order, but the Senator from 

North Carolina [Mr. Y ANCE] has the floor. 
Ur. HARRIS. The motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania is 

pending, I suppose? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, the motion is pending, but the 

Senator from North Carolina has the floor. 
Mr. HARRIS. So I understand. 
Ur. V .A.NCE. Ur. President, I am very sorry that this amendment 

of mine has led to any discussion and delay. Notwithstanding the in
timation to the contrary, such was not my intention. But it is an im
portant matter, and I propose to say a very few brief words in reply to 
the Senator from Illinois [Ur. LoGAN]. He says that the proposition 
I have had the honor to make is one having a tendency to increase 
fraud, and that the argument I make only proves the dishonesty of the 
distillers and the officers engaged in the collection of the revenue, and 
that to remove the officers would increase the fraud rather than have 
any tendency to repress it. 

:rt!r. LOGAN. The Senator misunderstands me if he says I suggested 
to remove the officers who committed fraud. I did not say that. 

lli. VANCE. The Senator, then, does not admit that the Govern
ment's officers have been guilty of any fraud. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have not anything to say as to whether they have 
or have not, but I understood the Senator to say those men are out of 
office, and I said the fact of a man committing fraud did not prove that 
the law was wrong, it only showed that the man was wrong, and that 
the removal of him was the removal of fraud, so far as he was con-
cerned, which is true. · 

Mr. VANCE. If a man is committing frauds in partnership with a 
Government officer there is very little chance for detecting him. If he 
was required to take out a license there would be no fraud in the pay
ment of the money for the license; he would be subject to visitation, and 
the distiller would be subject to have his distillery seized if found run
ning without a license, just as it is now. 

Is there anything so monstrous in the proposition that a man should 
be required to state on oath the amount of his property subject to tax
ation? Is not that the way taxes are paid in all the States of this Union, 
in all counties and corporate associations of the Union? Should a man 
be deemed a rascal simply because he is required to go to some officer 
of the United States Government and pay for this license? All the 
State governments and all the corporate governments of the country 
in levying taxes simply require the citizen to come up and render a 
schedule of his property and to swear to it, and there is the end of it. 
It is done that way all over this country, except in regard to the inter
nal revenue. It is that way in a greatmanyotherthingsthataretaxed 
for internal revenue. Bank officers do not have a man to sit down and 
see the amount of their circulation. The importers are simply required 
to swear to their invoices in the custom-house when they import goods. 
Bank officers simply render an account of the taxation due to the Gov
ernment and swear to it. A citizen of the State renders theamountof 
tax due to the State tmder the laws of the State, and he swears to it, 
and that is the end of it. But the moment a man distills his grain the 
Government takes it for granted that he isascoundrelandputsanother 
man there to watch him. 

I think the monstrosity about that proposition is its absurdity. If 
a man can be trusted in one thing he can be trusted in another. Even 
now no storekeeper sits down to watch a distiller distilling fruit. The 
distiller di.stills fruit and the Government gauger goes around to gauge 
it, and the distiller renders an account on oath of the amount distilled. 
Why should he not do that with his grain? · 

XIV-184 

I should like to know if the Senator from Illinois has forgotten some 
frauds that were perpetrated in his country; out in the western coun
try somewhere, not long ago? It seems to me I have heard of a man 
by the name of McDonald, and a man by the name of Joyce, and a man 
by the name of Babcock, who stole more money from the Government 
at one clip than the whole amount of the distillation of grain and fruit 
in North Carolina would amount to in five years. Yet the Senator 
talks about the dishonesty of distillers in the State of North Carolina. 
I know there is a tendency in all men to overreach the Government in 
ta;xation matters. I know that is universally the tailing; but at the 
same time I beg Senators to remember that the poor men in the mount
ains of onr country who are running a four-bushel distillery have not 
half the temptation to commit frauds that persons have in the great 
distilleries of the West, where millions can be swooped up at once. 

My humble and honest opinion is that if these men were treated with 
proper consideration, if they were allowed to take out a license, and if 
the amount to be paid for it should be based on the capacity of their 
stills, and they were p ton oath as to the amount they distilled, ·and 
they were required to render it thus fortaxationand were not beset by 
the Government as they are, it is my honest opinion, I say, that the 
amount they would defraud the Government of would not be anything 
like half equal to the amount paid to officers used to recruit for theRe
publican party. That is the notion I have about it. 

In that one district, as I said before, in 1881 the collections amounted 
only to :t)499, 000 and a fraction, and the expense of collection amounted 
to $268,000, leaving $221,000 to the Government. Could those men 
engaged in that business, supposing they had paid a pretty heavy 
license-tax, and supposing that they had rendered some of the quantity 
that they had distilled for taxation, possibly have cheated the Govelll
ment out of as much as it took to pay for the collection? That is the 
question. 

I admit that the scheme is somewhat obnoxious to the comments of 
the Senator from Illinois, I admit that it is imperfect, I admit that the 
whole thing ought to be wiped out. The only way to cure that evil is 
to wipe it entirely out. It is a tax obnoxious to the spirit of freemen; it 
is a tax obnoxious to the spirit of our institutions and to the feelings 
of our people everywhere. I acknowledge that; but the Senate decided 
that it would not so abolish it, and this amendment seeks to abolish 
the evil of having armies of men spread out through the country en
gaged in dishonestpractices, in campaigning for a party and making all 
the m6ney they can out of the offices that they are intrusted with; and 
it seeks to save the Treasury the expense of this va t horde of officers. 
That is what I hope to effect by this motion. I have had no other de
sire in the matter whatever. 

I am now, as I said when I made my first few remarks, perfectly 
willing for a vote. I do not want to extend the discussion any longer, 
but as long as I am assailed of course I shall be obliged to reply. The 
Senator said a good deal about the danger to life in that country, and 
he alluded to the report of the Commissioner about the number of offi
cers who had been shot and killed. That is unfortunately true; but . 
the report of the Commissioner took very great care not to show the 
number of men who had been slain by the revenue officers. IftheSen
ator will read the testimony taken before- the committee he will see 
something of that, but very little of it, because the committee decided 
that they could not go into this thing prior to a certain date. He will 
find that in that country where one revenue officer had been killed at 
least three of the people of that country had been slain by revenue offi
cers or United States marshals acting with them. He will find cases that 
will shock the sense of justice of any Senator on this floor; he would 
find a case where a marshal traveling in company with a deputy col
lector for the purpose ostensibly of collecting internal revenue halted a 
man in the road, against whom he had no warrant, and when the man, 
being alarmed, started to run, the marshal shot him down in his tracks. 
He was taken to the Federal court and pleaded that it was done in 
the discharge ofhis duty and he was acquitted. Icouldcitethe Senate 
to a dozen instances of that kind in North Carolina; and if yon, Mr. 
President, or Senators here, could be aware of the tyranny of this horde 
of United States officials through that country and the manner in which 
they have trampled upon and defied the feelings and prejudices of the 
people among whom theywere pretending to execute the law, I am sure 
that you would do justice to those unfortunate people. They have been 
more sinned against than sinning in this matter of the collection of in
ternal revenue. Five outrages have been committed by officers of the 
Government upon the people to where one has been committed by the 
people upon the officers of the Government. If the Internal Revenue 
Commissioner's reports would only show the true state of things there, 
and how where men were indicted iii the State courts for 'flaoarant vio
lations oflaw against the lives and property of citizens they would take 
their cases into the Federal court, which was generally the end of them, 
I am sure the feeling would be different. I have never known one to 
be punished yet in the Federal courts for any outrage committed on the 
people of that country. Nor do I mean to reflect on the courts there; 
but it somehow happens that they always escape, so fur as I am aware 
of the facts. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I am always glad in matters that I am 
conversant with, and I do not claim to be very much so with this, to 

/ 
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engage in discussion with gentlemen where we ha>e legitimate discus
sion. 'l'he Senator from North Carolina is so mew hat unfortunate in his 
reply to the remarks I made in saying that I wa8 accusing the people of 
North Carolina, that is the distillers, of being dishonest. The Senator 
himself pro>ed their dishonesty by his own statement, and I was only re
plying to that: He said that they had distilled more whisk-y that they 
had not paid the tax on than they had distilled whisk-y that they did pay 
the tax on, and it was his own statement against his own constituents 
showing their dishonesty to which I replied, asking him if he desired 
to put the Government in the hands of that character of men and 
merely take their affidavits for the amount of wlli1..-y that they distill. 
He says again that they have to swear now to the production, and he 
was equally unfortunate in his illustration. He said that the duties 
collected on goods imported to this country rud riot have a vigil over 
them that those had which paid this form of internal-revenue tax. 
The Senator will see, if he will reflect, that he is mistaken. 

There can not be one dollar's worth of goods imported brought into 
this country that does not ha>e to pass through the custom-house. The 
officers inspect every article and require an affidatit to it besides. The 
custom-homes ha>e inspectors, secret agents, examiners~ weighers, and 
watchers. He 1..-nows that if he understands the laws regulating the 
customs of the country. So it is in the collection of the internal rev
enue on the same principle that they have men to examine the goods. 
How can a man examine the spirits distilled at a distillery unless he 
has the opportunity of knowing the qUAntity that j.s made? It is only 
in following out the principle that Congress adopted for the purpose of 
protecting the Government in the collection of their re>enue that this 
revenue law is now in existence. 

In reference to what the Senator said about crimes in the South I do 
not cm:e to go into that. I do not care to bandy words about who stole 
whisky or who did not. It is not an argument against the execution 
of the law, but it is a strong argument in favor of it. The fact that 
frauds could be committed while we have a bw giving a watch over 
every gallon of whisky that is distilled, only shows greater necessity 
for having vigilance. I have nothing to say about persons that the Sen
ator referred to as having robbed the Go>ernment; though as to citi
zens of Illinois being implicated, he is mistaken in that. 

fr. VANCE. If the Senator please, I said the "western country." 
Mr. LOGAN. I will state it a little stronger than the Senator did. 

There were citizens oflllinois who did robtheGovernmentand the Gov
ernment sent them to jail and put them in a penitentiary for doing it. 
That is exactly where your distillers ought to have gone who swore that 
they distilled morewhiskythan they paid there>enuetaxon, and if they 
had been properly followed under the law they would have gone to the 
penitentiary where the meninlllinoiswhorobbed the Government went. 
They would have gone to the same place or another one like it. That 
is thedifference between the executi0nof the law in North Carolinaand 
in Illinois. We sent our tiola.to1'S of the law to the penitentiary. I 
do not know what you did with yours. 

I do not know anything about it. As I said I do not wa.nt to discuss 
that kind of a proposition in connection with this proposed law. It is 
a mere question as to whether this in my judgment as proposed will 
affect the revenues either in favor of the Government or against it. I 
do not wish to go over the argument again, but I have stated the rea
sons of the objections to this propo ed change in the law and the rea
sons why it ought not to be adopted because it tended to fraud, because 
it invites fraud. I think frauds would be committed under it and you 
could not escape it. 

l\Ir. BAYARD. .Mr. Pre ident, I wish to submit to the Senate a sug
gestion in regard to a final vote upon this bill. The bill has been de
bated now for about eight weeks, I think very nearly. It has been 
fully discussed in Committee of the Whole and in the Senate, and all 
the amendments adopted as in Committee of the Whole have passed 
under the review of the Senate. ~ot only that, but many others have 
been added. 

There must be an end to all things, and there should be an end to 
the discussion of this bill, however important it may be, and no man 
recognizes its importance or the importance of the subject more than I 
do. It was for that reason that I voted against the amendment of the 

enator from Georgia [I\Ir. BROWN] to unship and disturb the action 
of the Senate as in Commit tee of the Whole and in the Senate upon the 
salt question. It had been debated almost infinitely and a decision 
had been reached and I thought it time to let it come to an end. 

I desire for one that tbe bill shall reaeh a legitimate end, which is, 
that it shall be voted upon by the Senate favorablyorunfavorably, but 
that the end hall come in the regular way, and that it shall not be post
poned and die simply of continued postponement. I have nothing to say 
to Senators on this side of the Chamber or the other side of the Senate 
as to delay or obstruction and the like. The recordwillspeakforitself 
and it will show at least the time that has been occupied. Whether it 
will show the animus of the occupation of that time . or not I do not 
mean to say, but it will show how far in the regular orderly w..ay the 
amendments to this bill have been debated and for what object. 

There arc amendments that still should be offered to the bill. I have 
one in particular which I desire to submit to the Senate without any 
further debate, if need be. Itisanamendmentthatlofferedand with
drew at the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio [l\fr. SHER:UAN] who 

said he proposed to offer a substitute. Other amendments have been 
offered but no substitute for the proposition has been made. Still I 
want an opportunity to bring the matter before the Senate and have a. 
vote upon it. 

Now, I suggest at 2 o'clock to-morrow the Senate proceed to vote 
upon the amendments to the bill without further debate upon the u b
ject. Why can not that be done? 

l\Ir. DAVIS, of West Virginia. On all of them? 
l\Ir. BAYARD. On all of them; on any amendments that may be 

offered, but that debate on amendments to the bill shall cease at 2 o'clock 
to-mOITOW. That will enable us to reaeh home by midnight, I uppose, 
to-night. No one expects, in the present condition of the Senate, with 
the scant numbers present, that the bill will be disposed of to-night by 
a vote. Therefore I make that suggestion, and I make it to indicate my 
judgment and what I believe is the judgment of the Senate, that the 
bill should come to an end legitimately, and I would call it illegitimate 
if it is simply talked to death or postponed under the plea and pretense
of debate and of amendment. 

Instead of 2 o'clock it has been suggested to me by the Senator from 
l\Iaryland [l\Ir. GoRMAN] that 1 o'clock be namedas the time that de
bate shall cease and when amendments shall be voted on without further
debate. I therefore ask that that proposition may be submitted to the 
Senate by the Chair, and that it may be a unanimous agreement that 
we shall proceed to vote upon amendments to the bill at 1 o'clock to
morrow and continue until the bill is finished. 

Mr. SHERl\IAN. I want to see a. termination brought to this mat
ter as soon as possible. I am willing to take any suggestion that is 
made on the other side; but some time between now and the close of 
this debate I desire to offer in pursuance of, as I think the unanimous 
instruction of the Legislature of Ohio, one amendment, and I shall be 
content with a ten-minute opportunity to present the facts in regard 
to it. It is in regard to wool I could not perform my duty to my 
State or to the people of my State without presenting the question of 
the relative duty on wool and woolen goods. 

11Ir. COCKRELL. Would not the Senator have time between 10 o'clock 
and 2 o'clock to-morrow to do that? That would be four hours. 

lli. SHERMAN . . Yes; Isimplywish to enter this caveat so as not to 
be precluded from having the opportunity of presenting the amend
ment, so that there may be no question about it hereafter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no question at all about the Senator 
having the opportunity before 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One o'clock is now suggested. 
l\Ir. COCKRELL. Then he will have an opportunity between 10. 

o clock and 1 o'clock to present his amendment. 
1lfr. SHERl\1AN. There may be other amendments pressed in that. 

time, and I simply wanted to have it understood. 
}.fr. COCKRELL. We shall meet at 10 o'clock, and any Senator can 

get the floor in those three hours and make a ten-minute speech, I take it_ 
Several SE..~ATORB. Offer it now. 
11Ir. SHEID1AN. I would not like to take a vote upon it to-night,. 

because 'we have barely a quorum, but I am willing to apply to myself 
the ten-minute rule and to present the simple question, and it is as 
simple as can be. It is simply raising the duty on wool 2 cents on twO' 
grades. I desire to do that. · . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo-re. The Chair will state to the Senate 
that the motion pending now is to .recommit the bill with instructions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That wouldtakethe bill right from under us, ·but 
that motion ought to be put. It is a privileged question. I thi.nk 
we had better adjourn now and agree to take the vote to-morr0'9V at 2 
o'clock. I 

Mr. HARRIS. Had we not better dispose of the motion to recom
mit to-night? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us dispose of the motion to recommit. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania made a motion to recommit the bill. Let 
us vote on that. 

}.fr. HOAR. It seems to me that amendments which are to be voted 
upon at 2 o'clock or at any future time ought to be offered to-night; · 
otherwise amendments of the most important character might be sprung 
upon the Senate, and nobody would have an opportunity to state the 
objections to them. It seems to me that if the vote is to be taken at 1 
o'clock the amendments ought to be in the Senate by 11 or 12 o'clock,. 
an hour or two before the vote, so that if there is any amendment of· 
special importance we may at least have some time to consider it before· 
voting upon it. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware to modify his 
suggestion that all amendments should be moved by 12o'clockto-morrow 
if they are not ready to-night, and then that the vote shall be taken. 
withoutfurtherdebate, be.:,ainningat2 o'clock. That will beafair and 
just proposition, but I submit it would not be fair to put any amend
ments that are offered after debate has gone by which may be of a very 
important character. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Ohio proposes to offer an amendment 
increasing the duty on wool. If that is carried in the Senate it will be 
necessary to offer amendments to the whole schedule of woolen manu
factures, because the one now has been adapted to the other. The 
woolen manufactories of this country have been running close to the 
wind for twenty years. Over half the time the woolen manufactories 
in Indiana have been lying idle, and now if wool is to be_ restored it 
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will be done Tery unjustly. · Indeed, unless the whole tariff touching 
woolen manu.fu.ctures is revised and adapted to the new increase upon 
wool, I shall reserve at any rate the right of giving ·notice that I shall 
offer amendments increasing the duties on woolen manufactures through
out the schedule. 

1\Ir. ANTHONY. It is not necessary to reserve it. The Senator will 
have the right under the arrangement proposed. 

1\Ir. MORRILL. I will say that if the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio should prevail I hM·e a long series of amendments that will 
be absolutely indispensable to make to the woolen schedule. 

1\Ir. COCKRELL Certainly it would be impossible to agree to the 
proposition of the Senator from :Massachusetts, and I hope he will not 
insist upon it. One amendment may necessitate other amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. I said what I did hoping to induce the Senator from Ohio 
not to offer the amendment he indicated. The wool men have agreed 
once before the committee by their reprc entative to the present rate 
which has been established on wool. 

1\Ir. SHERMAN. I am authorized to deny that, but I do not want 
to get into any controversy about it. I do not know anything about it 
myself, but I am authorized to deny it by the person who it is said 
agreed to it. I do not want to raise any question of disturbance among 
private gentlemen. What I do I do in pursuance of the instruction of 
the highest authority in my State, the Legislature of Ohio. I desire to 
present the question, not with any feeling at all myself about it, and 
without any embarrassment in regard to whether other amendments 
may be reserved. I shall vote for any amendment necessarily to result 
in consequence of my amendment, if it should prevail. I am willing 
to offer the amendment now if it is deemed proper. 

1\fr. BAYARD. There seems to be no disposition to meet the sug
gestion of the Senator from Ma sachusetts that the amendments should 
be all offered before 2 o'clock so that none should be offered after that 
time. But unless I misread the character of the Senate, if it is pro
po ed, under an arrangement of this kind, on a multifarious bill that 
has been discussed here for nearly two months, a sudden, unexpected 
amendment that changes the whole character of a tariff rate or of a 
chedule would savor so much of a trick that I will not suppose that it 

is intended or that it could be done without a wrongful imputation to 
the person who attempted it. I did not suppose that. I took it for 
granted that running through our debates in this body, differing as we 
may, there was a sense of openness and fair play and notice of what we 
intended to do all around. 

A suggestion of this kind depends upon general consent, the result 
of what I may call the common sense and judgment of the Senate in 
dealing with a public question of this charact~r, and dealing with it in 
the presence of a speedy adjournment and end of the session. We are 
told by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that he will 
feel it his duty to call up the regular appropriation bills to carry on the 
Government, and insist upon their consideration after perhaps to-night, 
he said, butcertainlyafterto-morrow. Withthe3dofl\farch, whichisonr 
day of adjournment, Saturday night, the 3d of l\1arch, the Senate must 
adjourn; the term expires, and the supplies for this Government must 
be found, tariff or no tariff, reform or no reform. It is a practical fact, 
and the question is whether the Senate, in the face of the few days that 
remain for us, are willing to bring the tariff bill to a test, and vote to 
pass it or defeat it. If there be anything unreasonable or unfair, of 
course Senators will object to the propo ition; but I take it for granted 
that we have made some headway, satisfactorily or otherwise, in the dis
cussion of this bill. I regret to hear from the Senator from phio that 
he proposes to reopen the wool schedule as he opened, and reopened, and 
opened again the schedule of iron duties ; but if that be his proposition 
he should give in his amendments at an early hour to-morrow, in order 
that amendments to his amendments may be offered. 

:Mr. SHERUAN. I am willing to give them now. 
1\Ir. BAYARD. Let the Senate have notice of them. 
1\Ir. SHERM.A....~. I can read them in a moment .. 
1\Ir. BAYARD. I hope that some arrangement will be made. I do 

not think i\ is so important as to mere details as it is that the end 
should come to this tariff discussion. 

1\Ir. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there is one of the rules of this 
body that requires Senators to address the Chair and be recognized 
before they proceed to make very long speeches. This bill was taken 
up for discussion on the 9th of January, and repeatedly since that time 
my colleague, in charge of the bill, has implored the other side to come 
to an understanding to limit debate, so that every gentleman could have 
his say and say it for once or twice or three times, but top when he 
had gotten through, which so few of us know how to do; and every 
time my colleague has made that proposition the other side has said, 
''No, no, the liberty of debate is sacred in this Chamber and we will 
not be confined either in time or pace or circumstance in the free ex
pression of our views;" and so for a month and a half nearly, a month 
and a quarter certainly, we have gone on, my colleague urging us to 
stay here every day and repeating from time to time this proposition, 
to which the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, some one or 
all, have always objected. Xow, when there have been one hundred 
and fifty speeches made in Yiolation of the rules on that other ide and 
a good many on this--

llfr. COCKRELL. Your side has made hyice as many. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A good many; I will not take the arithmetic and 
figure out how many. We have gone on in violation of the thirty-ninth 
rule, which requires every Senator to speak not more than twice to the 
same question; and, as my honorable friend from Tennessee [1\Ir. HAR
RIS] said in the chair to-day about an amendmentto strikeoutanotha
word beside one that had been put in, or a series of words that did not 
alter the substance, this rule was a rule of substance; but in spite of 
the rule, over and over again by scores-I do not exaggerate when I say 
by scores~ftimes Senators have stood up to debate the same proposition 
over and oTer ~aain. Some of us have not been conspicuous in debate, 
although we have stayed within the t•each of the roll-call every time. 

Now we come down to the critical point of this bill, as to the final 
shape it is to take and the shape in which it is to go to the House of 
Representatives. Now up stands my distinguished friend from Dela
ware [1\Ir. BAYARD] and says that his side have got the benefit of un
limited and repeated and reitemted debate on every proposition a thou
sand times over, at this last moment when the passage, in myopinion, 
of any bill about the tariff is utterly hopeless, and says now let us cut 
off all debate to-morrow afternoon at 1 or 2 o'clock and go it blind the 
rest of the time. 

That is a commentary upon political and human consistency it must 
be admitted. I do not think my friend from Delaware has made the 
objection, but his political friends have every time that my colleague 
has proposed that every man should have his say and time enough to 
say it on every proposition. Having got the benefit of that perform.ance 
for five or six weeks, it is proposed that now, when we come to the critical 
point, everybody's mouth shall be closed and we shall run for chances. 
Is that a good thing to do? I have not said anything yet about this 
bill; I have not occupied three minutes; I have said nothing, except 
two or three inquiries. When the question comes, as the thing no:w 
stands, on the adoption of this tariff amendment to the internal-revenue 
bill I shall have something to say and I intend to say it. Therefore I 
do not agree to the proposition. 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish it printed ? 

It will be received and laid on the table. 
Mr. BROWN. It is evident-
~Ir. GEORGE. The Senator will allow me to offer an amendment. 
The PRESIDEYr pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi offers 

an amendment to be printed, the Chair understands. 
l\Ir. ROLLINS. Are amendments to the bill in order? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo-re. There is no amendment in order now; 

but amendments will be received by the Secretary. The Senator from 
Georgia [1\Ir. BROWN] has the floor. 

1\Ir. DAWES. I hope the Secretary will keep the amendments for 
the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 
Jllr. ROLLINS. I wish my amendment printed. 
Ur. BROWN. As I commenced to remark, it is very evident to e~r

ery Senator present that there is no possible chance to get a vote on this 
question to-nigttt, and it is further very evident th:1t we shall come to 
no agreement about a vote at a particular hour to-morrow. 'rhe Senate 
has now been nearly thirteen hours in continuous session, and I move 
that it Ito now adjourn. 

The PRESIDE.:."'fr pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

1-Ir. ALLISON. I a k for the yeas and nays on that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. · 
1\Ir. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the en

ator from Georgia [l\Ir. J;3ARROW]. If he were present, I should vote 
"nay." 

1\ir. C~IEROX, ofPennsylvania(when his namewascalled). I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [1-Ir. BuTLER]. 

1\Ir. ED~IDNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [~Ir. GARLU-n]. If he were here, I should 
vote ''nay ; '' but I haTe the right to vote if it is necessary to keep a 
quorum. 

Mr. McDILL (when his ilame was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [1\Ir. LAMAR]? but I can vote on ihe 
question of adjournment, and therefore I vote ' nay." 

1\fr. GEORGE. The Senator can vote "nay." 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced

yeas 8, nay 44; as follows: 

Brown , 
Coke, 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 
Beck, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cameron of,Vis., 
Cockrell, 
Con~er, 
Dav1soflll., 

YEA8-8. 

llampton, 
Jonas, 

Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Ransom, Walker. 

NAY8---44. 
Davis of~· . Va., 
Dawes, · 
Farley, 
Frye, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 

Ingalls, 
Jackson, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, 
Logan, 
lcDill 

MclU.m'an, 
Miller of Cal., 
!iller of N.Y., 

.Morrill, 
Platt, . 

Plumb, 
Pugh, 
Rollins, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Slater, 
Tabor, 
Vest, 
Voerhees, 
Williams, 
Windom. 

• 



• 

2932 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE. FEBRUARY 19, 

ABSENT-24. 
Barrow, Ferry, Lamar, 
Blair, Garland, Lapham, 
Butler, Grover, McPherson, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, 1\Iahone, 
Edmunds, Hill, Maxey, 
Fair, Johnston, Mitchell, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Morgan, 
Pendleton, 
Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
VanWyck. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
<>f the Senator from Pennsylvania [1\f.r. CAMERON] to commit the bill 
to the Committee on Finance, with instructions to report the same to
morrow morning, omitting therefrom all provisions relating to duties 
on foreign import.s. 

:Mr. ALDRICH, 1\Ir. MORRILL, and Ur. ROLLINS called for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yea,s and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MORRILL. Were not the yea,s and nays ordered on the amend

ment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But this precedes that. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp&re. A motion to commit takes precedence 

of a motion to amend. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania {when his name was called). I 

am generally paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuT
LER]. I rather incline to think he would vote for this motion, and 
therefore I vote " yea." 
. 1\Ir. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [lli. GARLAND]. 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR], but I understand he would vote 
·"nay" if present, and therefore I take the responsibility of voting 
"''nay." 

lli. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with th:e 
.Senator from Virginia [1\f.r. JOHNSTON]. If he were present, I should 
vote "yea." 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]; but I understand he would 
vote "nay" if present, and I vote "nay." 

The roll-call was concluded. · 
Mr. BROWN (after having noted in the negative). I am _Eaired for 

the rest of the evening with the Senator from Nebraska LMr. VAN 
WYCK]. I did not hear his name called as having voted, and as be 

• did not vote I 'Yithdraw my vote. 
. Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

BARROW]. 
The result was announced-yeas 4, nays 46; as follows: 

cameron of Pa .. 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
.Anthony, 
iBa.ya.rd, 
Beck, 
Call, 
Camden, 
<lame ron of Wis., 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
<lon~er, 
Da.VIS oflll., 

YEAS--4. 
Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 

NAYB-46. 
Da.visofW. Va., Ingalls, 
Da.wes, Jackson, 
Farley, Jonas, 
Frye, Jones of Florida., 
George, Kellogg, 
Gorman, Logan 
Groome, McDill, 
Hampton, McMillan 
Harris, Miller of Cal., 
Harrison, MillerofN. Y., 
Hawley, 1\lorgan, 
Hoar, Morrill, 

ABSENT-26. 
Barrow, Garland, McPherson, 
.Blair, . Grover, Mahone, 
Brown, Hale, Maxey, 
Butler, Hill, Mitchell, . 
Edmunds, Johnston, Pendleton, 
Fair, Lamar, Ransom, 
Ferry, Lapham, Saulsbury, 

So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

Vest. 

Platt, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 
Rollins, 
Slater, 
Tabor, 
Vance, 
Walker, 
Williams, 
Windom. 

Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
VanWyck, 
Voorhees. 

·The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend
ment of the Senator from North Carolina [M:r. VANCE]. 

·Mr. PLATT. May I propose an amendment to be in order for to
morrow? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

]')f.r. McMILLAN. I should like to have the amendment read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to have it 

read. 
The Acting Secretary read the amendment. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). As I have already an

nounced, I am paired for the rest of tbe evening with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VANWYCK]. I shall not announce the pair again. If 
h e were present, I should vote "yea " on this amendment. 

Mr. CMffiRON,ofPennsylvania (whenhisnamewascalled). lam 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

11-fr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. If he were here, I should vote 
"' 'nay," and I do not know but that he would also. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). I am paired with theSena-

tor from New Jersey [Mr. M:cPHEBSON]. If he were here, I should 
vote ''yea.'' 

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called}. I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMARl. If he were here, I think he 
would vote '' yea,'' and I should vote d nay.'' 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [1\fr. LAPHAM:]. If he were here, I should vote 
''yea.'' 

The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. HILL. I am paired with the Senator fmm Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 
Mr. BLAIR. I announce my pair with the Senator from Georgia 

[Mr. BARROW]. 
The result was announced-yeas 11, nays 37; as follows: 

Call, 
Coke, 
George, 

Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 
Beck,. 
Camden, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Cockrell, 
Conger, 
Davis oflli. , 

Hampton, 
Harris, 

· Jackson, 

YE.AS-11. 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Vance, 

NAYs-.'37. 
DavisofW. Va., 
Dawes, 

Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, 

Farley, 
Frye, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 

Logan, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Morrill, 
Platt, 
Plumb, 

ABSENT-28 . 
Barrow, Ferry, Jones of Florida, 
Blair, Garland, Lamar, 
Brown, Grover, Lapham, 
Butler, Hale, 1\lcDill, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill Mahone, 
Edmunds, Jo~ston, Maxey, 
Fair, Jonas, Mitchell, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Vest, 
Walker. 

Rollins 
Sewell,' 
Sherman, 
Slater, 
Tabor, 
Williams, 
Windom. 

• Morgan, 
Pendleton, 
Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
VanWyck, 
Voorhees. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 14 of the last print of the bill, at line 245, I 
move to strike out after the word ''dry'' the words '' 20 per cent. ad 
:valorem,'' and insert ''three-fourths of a cent a pound.'' The old duty 
was 1 cent per pound and this will be a reduction of 25 per cent. I am 
assured that this is a very important matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To what subject does it relate? 
The ACTING SECRETARY. If amended as proposed, the paragraph 

will read: 
Whiting and Paris w bite, dry, three-fourths of a cent a. pound; ground in oil, 

or putty, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. BECK. Will somebody state what that increase is? Putty is 
a thing that everybody needs to get reasonably cheap. I expect it is a 
very large increase of duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true as to whiting. Paris white isanarticle 
which is used for various purpo es. The present rate of duty is 1 cent 
per pound. .The trouble about grading the two articles is that they are 
so nearly alike to the sight and touch that it is almost impossible to 
separate them, so that if a duty were put according to the grade of value, 
which is a difference of about 100 per cent., ·it would be almost impos
siqle to prevent the importation of Paris white as whiting and conse
quently at a low rate of duty. 

Mr. BECK. We want to getthesethings as cheap aswe can in order 
to mix other things with them. . 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true; but the discrimination between the two 
would be ineffective. 

Mr. BECK. I do not pmpose to make any delay about this . 
Mr. COCKRELL. What ad valorem would three-fourths of a cent 

a pound be? 
Mr. PL Ul\IB. I can not tell exactly what the ad valorem would be. 
Mr. EDl\IDNDS. At retail it would be about 75 per cent. and at 

wholesale probably about 30. 
Mr. BECK. I want as far as I can to obtain all those things that 

are the raw material for products as cheap a.swe can possiblyget them, 
so that we can have the benefit of them. If we go to putting on high 
tariffs upon all the raw materials, then there is no way of getting cheap 
products. This is one of the raw materials. · 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will bearinmind thatthiswhitingwhen 
it goes into putty has received all the manufacture it can practically 
get for the purpose of making putty. It has been mined, taken from the 
ground, transported, dried, ground, and almost calcined; at all events 
it has gone through a number of processes before it becomes manufact
ured putty, and, in fact, it is the manufactured article of which putty is 
composed. It is only mixed with oil to make putty, and therefore it is 
not within the rule which the Senator states. 

Mr. BECK. I can express my idea in a minute. We have kept up 
the taxes on dye-stuffs and we have put nutmegs that bring us in 
$572,000 revenue on the free-list. We have put unground pepper and 
pimento, that bring in nearly $500,000 more, on the free-list, and we 
keep aniline dyes and other things up at 40 and 50 and some 100 per 
cent. that everybody who bleaches clothes needs. I would keep pepper, 
nutmegs, and all those things on the dutiable list and receive $1,000,000 
from them, and I would take the $1,000,000 off the raw materials which 
the manufacturers need. That is the way I would do it ; and because 
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this is one of the things every manufacturer wants and everybody who 
puts a pane of glass in his window wants, I desire to have it as cheap 
as possible. 

If this is continued I give notice that I shall move to put nutmegs 
and pimento and those things that bring us. in ·$1,000,000 now back 
where they were and take off dyes and other things which manufact
urers need to produce their products. I want putty as cheap as pos
sible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The present duty of 1 cent a pound is put down 
at 258 per cent. ad valorem. The amount of importation is 1, 722,711 
pounds. The whole value of that is $6,675.95 and the duty is certified 
as $17,227.11. It seems to me it is rather too steep to put that up. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will see under the enormous reduction 
made by this bill that duty is not prohibitory. 

lli. SHERMAN. I think 30 per cent. might be too low; but this 
would be an en01mous duty. 

:M:r. PLUMB. It would be reducing it more than ten times. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Surely to put it on as good a footing asricewould 

be reasonable-100 per cent. A quarter of a cent. a pound would be a 
very high rate of duty. · 

Mr. PLUl\fB. That would be very true, but the difference between 
that duty and the present, as there were importations under the old, 
serves to show what the effect would be. If the duty was reduced as 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio I am advised it woul~ probably close 
eighteen institutions of this sort in New Jersey, Connecticut, and Penn
sylvania. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do we import putty into this country. 
1\Ir. PLUMB. Yes, sir. · I am assured that there are contracts out 

for the coming year based upon a continuance of-the present duty, and 
that if the duty established by this bill shall prevail the contracts will 
be canceled, and of necessity the manufacturers will be required to 

stol.f~. MORRILL. There is a great difference in the value of Paris 
white and whiting. The whiting is a very cheap article; Paris white 
is an article that is consumed mainly for calcimining and for whit
ing the walls inside of houses. I will say to the Senator from Kansas 
that I think although the present duty is 1 cent a pound, the price has 
gone down ../ery much, and I suggest to him that he ask no more than 
half a cent a pound; and that, taking the Paris white and whiting to
gether, I think would be low enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUl\IB]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by making it half a cent a pound. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques!_!on is on the amendment 

to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

as amended. 
Mr. BECK. How much increase is that from what is now in the 

bill? 
Mr. PLU~IB. It would be a. reduction of 50 per cent. on the pres

ent duty. 
Mr. BECK. But on the duty in the bill? If it doubles the present 

duty I think we had better vote against the amendment. 
The.PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

of the Senator from Kansa.s [Mr. PLIDIB] as amended. 
:Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
The Principal Le~lative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ED:YUNDS 1. when his name was called). I am paired with the . 

Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 
Mr. MORGAN {when hisnamewas called). Iypair with the Sena-

tor from New York [Mr. LAPH.AJ\1] is transferred to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. RANSO:Y]. I vote "nay." 

The roll-call was concluded. 
1\Ir. EDMUNDS. !vote, asmyvoteseemsnecessarytomakeaquorum. 
The result was announced-yeas 21, nays 18; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
.Allison, 
Anthony, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 
Dawes, 

Bayard, 
Beck, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 

Edmunds, 
Frye, 
Gorman, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 
Ingalls, 

Coke, 
DaVis oflll., 
Farley, 
Groome, 
llarris, 

YEAS-21. 
Kellogg, 
Logan, 
Morrill, 
Platt, 
Plumb, 
Rollins, · 

NAY8-18. 
Hoar, 
Jackson, 
1\liller of Cal., 
:Morgan, 
Slater, 

ABSENT-37. 
Barrow, Grover, l!oicDill, 
Blair, Hale, l!o!c1\Iilla,n, 
Brown, Hampton, 1\IcPherson, 
Butler, Hill, Mahone, 
Cameron ofPa., Johnston, Maxey, 
Davis ofW. Va., Jonas, l'.liller ofN. Y., 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, 
Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, 
Garland, Lamar, Pugh, 
George, Lapham, Ransom, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

sewell, 
Sherman, 
Tabor. 

Vance, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
VanWyck, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Windom. 

Mr. CONGER. On page 38 of the last print of the bill, in lines 8'2~ 
and 824, copper cement is put in the line with-

Copper, imported in the form of o~es, and copper cement, 2! cents on each. 
pound of fine copper con tamed therem. 

I mgke the motion that I thought prevailed before, that it be changed 
from that place and come in at line 26, after'' regulus of, and black or 
coarse copper;" I thought it was aecepted, copper cement being pure 
copper, containing from 75 to 80 per cent. of copper. . 

ThePRESIDENTpro tempore. TheSecretarysays nothing wasdone
about it. 

Mr. CONGER. I see by the reprint of the bill it was not understood. 
I ask that the change be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported. 
Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out "copper cement," in line 823. 

of the last print of the bill, on page 38, and insert these words after the· 
words "regulus of, and black or coarse copper," in line 826, so that 
the cement shall come in at the same duty as regulus copper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated .. 
The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In line 823, after the word 

"ores " it is proposed to strike out "and copper cement," and in line 
826 after the word '' copper,'' to insert ''and copper cement.'' 

1\lr. CONGER. That is the place where it ought to be. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the transposition? 
Mr. BECK. I do not underst.and why the rate should be 3! cents a. 

pound on copper cement. 
.Mr. CONGER. Because copper cement is almost all pure copper, 

and it is easily reduced and is more valuable than ''regulus ot; and 
black or coarse copper." It ought to come in that line; that was ad
mitted bythosewhospokeherewhen it was brought up before. There 
ought to be no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Everything seems to be working along to increase as 
fast as we can. 

Mr. CONGER. It is only 3~ cents a. pound on the ''fine copper con-
tained therein," not on the weight. . . 

Mr. BECK. I do not know anything about it. I think the duty-on 
copper ore ought to be reduced to a cent a pound. 

Mr. CONGER. No one has denied that this ought to come in the· 
proper place. 

The ~RESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from .Michigan [Mr. CONGER]. · 

1\Ir. CONGER. It was admitted by the committee that it should: 
come in here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (lUr. HARRIS in the chair) .. Is ~here 
objection to the transposition suggested _bythe Senator from 1\~c~gan? 

W. CONGER. I desire to give notice that before the bill IS fin
ished I shall ask at the proper time to take from the free-list, in 
line 2132: 

Bells, old, and bell-metal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now pending is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan [l\Ir. CoNGER]. 

1\Ir. EDMUNDS. Does the transposition put it into a class with a dif
ferent rate? 

Mr. CONGER. It changes it from thecommonoresandputs itwith 
"regulus of, and black or coarse copper." It is a better quality of cop
per than either. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And therefore increase the rate. 
Ur. CONGER. And therefore increases the rate to 3~ cents a pound 

on the fine copper contained therein. 
Ur. EDMUNDS. It is right that we should all understand it. 
~Ir. CONGER. Yes, sir; I tried to make it understood. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 

the Senator from Michigan. 
1\Ir. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
Mr. CONGER. I desire to repeat again that all who are familiar 

with this recogni:i:e the fact that this being a copper of more value than 
even the "regulus of, and black or coarse copper," it should be in that 
list rather than in the list of copper ores. I do not suppo e there can 
be any objection to that. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
1\Ir. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iampaired with the 

Senator from Arkan...~ [l\Ir. GARLAND]. I do not know which way 
he would vote. 
· Mr. HILL{when hisnamewascalled). I ampairedwiththeSenator 
from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] on this question. 

1\Ir. JONAS (whenhisname wascalled). I am paired with the Sena
tor from New Jersey [Mr. M:cPHER oN]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [l\fr. CAMDEN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 
. Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative) . I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. H.AJ\IPTON]. I ~thdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. ED:MUNDS. I vote "nay." 
.Mr. PLATT. I have the right to vote to J:Ilake ::1> quoru.m. If my 

vote is necessary, I vote ''yea.'' 

• 
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Ir. :MITCHELL. I also reserved the right to vote to make a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quorum voting. 
The result was announced-yeas 23, nays 17; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Blair, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 
Dawes, 

Bayard, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Davis of m:, 
Davis ofW. Vn.., 

Frye1 HalTlSOn, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, . 

YEA.S-23. 
Lo_gan, 
McMillan 
Miller of Cal., 

Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, 

1\1iller ofN. Y. , 
Morrill, 
Platt, 

Edmunds, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Harris, 

NAY8-17. 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 
Morgan, 
Slater, 
Vest, 

A.BSE~T--36. 

Allison, Farley, Jones of Florida, 
Barrow, Ferry, Lamar, 
Beck, Garland, Lapham, 
Brown, Grover, McDill, 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, 
Camden , Hampton, Mahone, 
Cameron ofPa. , Hill Maxey, 
Coke, Johlu.ton , Mitchell, 
Fair, Jonas, Pendleton, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Plumb, 
Rollins 
Shen:xuill, 
Tabor, 
Windom. 

Voorhees, 
Williams. 

Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Vance, 
VanWyck, 
'Valker. 

l\Ir. PLUMB. I offer the following, to come in at the close of sec
tion 5: 

SEC. -. That on lllld after the 1st day of July, 1883, there shall be annually 
levied, collected, and paid, under such regulations and forms as )llay be pre
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, by and with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, a tax of 3 per cent. upon the dividends, including 
interest on all bonds, whether cash, scrip, stock, or otherwise, of all corpora

"tions, of whatever character or nature, transacting business under corporate 
functions authorized or to be authorized by any law, Federal, State, county~ Ter
ritorial, or municipal which tax shall be annually collected from the saia cor
porations: Provided, That all dividends so made lia ble to said tax, other than 
cash dividends, shall be estimated at the actual value thereof. 

SEo. -. That it shall be the duty of every such corporation to make due re
turn of all dividends, in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the Com
missioner of Internal Revenue, and in default of such returns it shall be lawful 
for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make estimate thereof upon the 
best information he can obtain. And for any neglect or refusal to make said re
turns or payment thereupon, any such corporation so in default shall pay a pen
a lty of $1,000 in addition to other penalties and forfeitures prescribed by law for 
violation of internal-revenue provisions. 

SEc. -. That it shall be lawful for said corporations to withhold from the bene
ficiary or beneficiaries of any such dividend or dividends the amount of tax so 
levied and to be collected and paid under the provisions hereof. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislativ~Clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I should vote ' ' nay '' 
if he were here. 

1\Ir. CAMDEN (when his e was called). I am paired with the 
.Senator froni New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], but und~tanding that he 
\WOuld vote the same way I would, I vote ''nay.'' 

The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I vote. 
l\Ir. BLAIR. I vote. 

· Mr. McDILL. I have a general pair with the Senator from 1\fissis
.si.ppi [M:r. LAMAR], reserving, however, the right to vote to make a 
quorum. I vote " nay." 

Mr. ALLISON. I vote" na:v." 
The result ~as announced-yeas 8, nays 33; a follows: 

·.. YEA8-8. 
Cockrell, 
Edmunds, 

Allison, 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 

~~~den, . 
Cameron of Wis., 
Con~er, 
DaVIs of Ill. , 
Davis ofW. Va. , 

George, 
Morgan, 

Dawes, 
Frye, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls; 

Aldrich , Farley, 
Barrow, Ferry, 
Beck Garland, 
Bro~, Grover, 
Butler, Hale, 
Call, Hampton, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill 
Coke , Jackson, 
Fair, Johnston, 

Plumb, 
Slater, 

NAYB--33. 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, _ 
Logan, 
McDill, 
McMillan, 
1\filler of Cal. , 
Miller ofN. Y ., 
Morrill, 
Platt, 

ABSENT-35. 
Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Lamar, 
Lapham, 
McPherson, 
Mahone, 
Maxey, 
Mitchell, 
Pendleton, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Vest, 
Voorhees. 

Rollins, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Tabor, 
Williams, 
Windom. 

Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Vance, 
VanWyck,· 
Walker. 

l"!Ir. :MORGAN. I offer the following amendment, to be inserted at 
the end .r line 1683: 

A drawback of 75 cents per ton shall be allowed on all bituminous coal im
ported into the United States which is afterward used for fuel on board of ves
sels propelled py steam which are engaged in the coasting trade of the United 

States, or in the trade with foreign countriP.s, to be allowed and paid under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

I wish to say a very few words about the amendment. I am informed 
by men who are familiar with the subject that ships that cross the .At
lantic Ocean coming to our ports bring with them a supply of coal for 
the round trip. Coals that are brought for the purposes of steam are 
bit1l.Illi.Rous coals. If they are entered at the ports of the United States 
they must pay a tax of 75 cents a ton. The result is that we lose a 
market for all those impom that cross the Atlantic Ocean, or a greater 
part of them. Cargoes coming in this direction are lighter than car
goes going out, because e export more heavily than we import. I do 
not know how this affects the freights; I have not inquired on that sub
ject. I should think though, naturally, that the freights would be in
creased because of the fact tl!.at ships have to load up the coal for the 
round trip. So much for the Atlantic ports. ·What we lose by 1·efusing 
to give this drawba.ck in our Atlantic ports is the sale of the coal that 
is necessary to carry the ships across the Atlantic Ocean after they have 
reached our ports. t 

Now we come to the Gulf of Mexico. The coals of Alabama as I 
have before observed to the Senate, have been subjected to a test in the 
Navy of the United States, and they are found to be equal if not of 
superior quality to any other coals for steaming purposes. There is not 
the slightest danger of spontaneous combustion on board a ship that is 
furnished with these coals. The coal-mines of Alabama are connected 
with the Gulf by a railwaysystemandalso by river navigation within 
a distance of forty to sixty miles from the main parts of the coal-fields. 
So we shall gain in furnishing the steam marine in the Gulf of.Mexico 
quite a large amount of money to my State if the tariff of 75 cents on 
the ton is maintained, but in doing so we shall increase the cost of 
transportation, which would be unjust to a very large portion of our 
community, and we should also lessen the opportunities for increasing 
the steam marine in the Gulf. 

I have come to the cmiclusion that it is my duty to offer this amend
ment for the purpose of cheapening coal to vessels trading coastwise as 
well as those trading in foreign commerce. "When we cross our conti
nent and go to the Pacific Ocean the problem become& a very grand one. 
We mllit in some way manage to have the same control over the com
merce of the Pacific Ocean that Great Britain now has over the com
merce of the Atlantic Ocean. We can effect this if we will give the 
slightest encouragement to our steam navigation. It is not less than 
twenty-four days from the port of San Francisco to Yokohama or to 
Hong Kong, and there is no intermediate coaling station. A ship that 
loads at San Francisco for Japan or for China must take a very large 
amount of coal. I suppose it would be from 1, 500 to 2, 000 tons of coal that 
she must carry, and as she 1oads to come back she must do the same thing, 
thereby reducing the stowage room for her cargo to a very small com
parative space. We ought to furnish all the vessels that we possibly 
can for conducting the commerce of the Pacific Ocean on terms that 
are cheaper to steamships. 

Now, if we expect to have any valuable commerce on the Pacific 
Ocean we can not afford to tax that commerce 75 cents per ton on every 
ton of coal that it burns in cro~ingthatocean or going down the South 
American coast. 

There may be interests in Alabama, there may be int~rests in West 
Virginia and Pennsylvania which might suffer some possible de~riment 
from the release of this fuel from the burden of this tax; but when we 
come to consider what we should lose in comparison with what this 
country would gain by getting a drawback upon the coals imported into 
the United States, that are actually consumed in the foreign commerce 
of the Pacific Ocean and in the coastwise trade, the comparison sinks 
into such insignificance in behalf of the protected interests of coal in 
this country that I think the Senate ought not to consider it for a mo-
ment. · 

I think the Senate will bear me witness that my position is one of 
impartiality on this question. I am not seeking to protect any partic
ular interest or injure any particular interest, but I do claim that it is 
_the duty of the Congress of the United States to release our foreign 
commerce, especially on the Pacific Ocean, from this very enormous 
burden. Seventy-five cents a ton on 2,000 tons of coal for a single trip 
across the Pacific Ocean is certainly a very heavy tax upon commerce. 
I have appeared here on several occasions as one of the assumed repre
sentatives of the agricultural classes. I know that they have more 
interest in the question of cheap transportation than any other question 
that can be suggested. I therefore desire to take the vote of the Senate 
on this measure, in the hope that I may be able · to lessen the cost of 
transportation to those people who have so much to transport abroad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Ilir. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were o-rdered. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. 

.ALDRICH answered to his name. 
1\Ir. DAVIS, ofWestVirginia. l\1r. President, justoneword. What

ever interest or whatever advantage the amendment might have would 
be to foreign vessels and not to .American vessels. In the first place, 
although it is impossible to regulate it or manage it---
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Mr. HOAR. I understand the first name on the roll. was called, and 

that a response wa made. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Very few in the main will receive 

.any benefit from it. 
Mr. l\10RGAN. There is no impossibility--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the roll

-call had been commenced and the first name had answered before the 
Senator from West Virginia rose. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from West Virginia preceded me, and 
I supposed I might follow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was no1i aware of the fact 
until after the Senator from West Virginia had concluded. 

:Mr. MORGAN. Then it is the fact, in a parliamentary sense, if the 
$enator from West Virginia was in order that puts me in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatOrfrom ])iassachusettsraised 
the question and the Chair inquired of the Secretary, and the moment 
the Chair ascertained the fact the Chair announced that debate wa not 
in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I raised the point on my friend from Wet Virginia, 
but I did not raise it on my friend from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call will proceed. 
The roll was called. 
Mr. BLAIR. Has a quorum voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That question can not be asked. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have a right to vote if my vote is necessary to make 

:a quorum. I vote " yea." 
Ur. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from. South Carolina 

[Mr. HAMPTON], but if my vot.e is necsssary to make a quorum I am 
;authorized to vote. 

The result wa announced-yeas 25, nays 19; as follows: 

Blair, 
Call, 
-Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Davis of Til., 
Farley, 
;Frye, 

Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 
Camden, 
Cameron of Wis., 

YEAS-25. 
George, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hoar, 
.Jackson, 
.Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, 

MilJ.erofCal., 
Mergan, 

' Pugh, 
Rollins, 
Slater, 
Tabor, 
Vance, 

NAY8-19. 
Conger, 
DavisofW. Va., 
Dawes, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 

Hawley, 
Ingalls, 
Logan, 
l\Iiller ofN. Y., 
Morrill, 

ABSENT-32. 
Allison, Ferry, .Jones of Florida, 
Barrow, Garland, Lamar, 
Beck · Grover, Lapham, 
Brow'n, Hale, McDill, 
Butler, Hampton, 1\IcMillan, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill McPherson, 
Edmunds, .Jo~ston, 1\Iahone, 
Fair, .Jonas, :Maxey, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

Platt, 
Plumb, 
Sewell, 
Windom. 

1\Iitchell, 
Pendleton, 
Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
Sa.under, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
VanWyck. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer an amendment to supply an omission in the 
bill. The amendment was agreed to by the Finance Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senatorfrom 
Rhode Island will be reported. 
- The ACTING SECRETARY. After line 296 it _is proposed to insert: 

Soda, silicate of, w other alkaline silicate, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is an omission from the bill. 
.Mr. COCKRELL. Is it on the free-list now? 
:Mr. ALDRICH. No; the rate proposed is the same exactly as the 

present law. It was left out of the bill by mistake. 
Mr. COCKR~LL. Has it been printed in any of the prints? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It has not been printed. If it had been it would 

.not have been left out of the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is it possible that the Finance Committee omitted 

this article entirely? 
1tlr. ALDRICH. TheFinanceComm.itteeare in favorofthisamend-

ment and have authorized me to offer it. . 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is it possible that in all their preparations and 

•committals and arrangements this article escaped them? 
Mr. ALDRICH. This is the first time Iha•e had an opportnnityto 

·offer the amendment. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think it ought to be on the free-list if the 

Finance Committee could not find it in the course of three months. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We found it some time ago, and the committee in

structed me to offer the amendment. This is the first opportunity I 
have bad to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
.amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Ur. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In line 794, to define what is meant by "fence

wire,'' and to prevent any evasions or frauds upon the revenue, I move 
.after the word ''except'' to insert the words ''Bessemer-steel barbed,'' 
. so as io read: 

.Except Bessemer-steel barbed fence-wire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests .to the Sena~ 
from Rhode Island· that he proposes to amend an amendment already 
inserted as in Committee of the Whole and agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mise the point of order on it, then. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then I move to insert the words after "wire." 
:Mr. PLUMB. Let the amendment be reported. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator may put additional words in any

where he likes if he gets a majority to sustain him. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Chair to say that I can not 

move to insert additional words? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question about the right 

of the Senator to propose an amendment to the text of the bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I do propose. I propose to add words 

to something that has been put in. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That can not be done. I m.ise the point of order 

on that. I do hope the Senator from Rhode Island will let us have a 
vote and not delay action on this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am >ery deiirous to have a vote upon this amend
ment. 

M:r. COCKRELL. We have gone overall this and adopted it. Let 
it stand. · 

Mr. PL Ul\IB. I call for the reading of the amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am waiting for the"tlecision of the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the amendment 

is not in order. 
Mr. ALDRICH. My amendment as originally offered was to insert 

the words '' Bessemer-steel barbed'' after '' except.'' Does the Chair 
rule that not in order? I am not clear about the Chair's ruling. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the Secretary report the amendment. 
The AcTING SECRETARY. .After the word ''except'' it is proposed 

to insert ''Bessemer-steel barbed,'' so as to read ''except Bessemer-steel 
barbed fence-wire." 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Secretary state where the word "except" 
occurs? 

The ACTIXG SECRETARY. In line 794, page 36. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the connection . 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
That on all of the kinds of iron or steel~,. or articles o1· manufactures of iron or 

steel, hereinbefore in this ad enumeratea, except Bessemer-steel barbed fence
wire, when galvanized or coated with any metal or alloy, or mixture of metals, 
by any process whatsoever, &c. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is an amendment to the amendment already 
agreed to. I raise the point of order on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will move, after the word ''wire,'' to insert 
the words "made of Bessemer steel and barbed;" so as to read, "ex
cept fence-wire made of Bessemer steel and barbed." 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read, so that we can know whether it 
raises the duty or lowers it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as now 
modified. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
That on all of the kinds of iron or steelJ or a,rticles or manufactures of iron or 

steel, hereinbefore in this act enumeratea, except fence-wire made of Bessemer 
steel and barbed, when galvanized or coated with any metal or alloy, or mix
ture of metals, by any proce s whatever, not including paints, there shall be 
paid (excepting on what are known commercially as tin-plates, teme-plates, and 
tagger-tin, &c.)-- . 

Ur. COCKRELL. We have gone all over that. I thought the Sen
ator from Ohio had taken a. turn enough at this metal schedule and con
sumed valuable time enough. Now, the Senator from Rhode Island is 
repeating the same thing. I raise the point of order that this is an 
amendment to an amendment that was heretofore adopted, and that it 
is not in order . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the. point of order 
is well taken. It simply modifies an amendment already agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I submitted to one point of order ~aainst the rule 
of the Senate. I do not think I can submit to this. I cert.ainly have 
a right to insert words in an amendment already agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator appeal from the 
decision of the Chair? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do, if the Chair decides that the amendment is 
not in order. · -

The PRE !DING OFFICER. The Chair has so decided. The appeal 
is debatable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Rhode Island decides to con
sume the time of the Senate in debating a point of order--

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not said that I intended to debate the point 
of order. I have asked for the decision of the Senate upon it. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision of 
theChairstand as the judgment oftheSenate? (Pnttingtheqnestion.] 
The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nay. I should like to know 
whether the Senate will vote to insert it. 

The yeas and xiays were ordered . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision 
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of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? On which the Sec
retary will call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS. M:ay I ask to hear a statement of the case, having 
• "been out of the Chamber for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole in line 794, after the word ''enumerated,'' inserted the words 
except' fence-wire." It was agreed to in the Senate. After it was 
agreed to as an amendment made in Committee of the Whole the Sen
ator from Rhode Island proposes to insert before the word ''when'' and 
after the word " wire "--

Mr. ALDRICH. A part of the text of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which is a continuation of the amend

ment as in Committee of the Whole, a modification of its meaning. 
The Secretary will report the language proposed to be inserted. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, after the word 
'' wire,'' . '' made of Bessemer steel and barbed; '' so as to read: 

Except fence-wire made of Bessemer steel and barbed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that to be a modifi
cation of the amendment already agreed to, and therefore holds that .it 
is not in order. 

.Ur. INGALLS. The Chair is plainly right. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision 

of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? and the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The roll having been called, the result was announced-yeas 30, nays 
11; as follows: 

Bayard, 
Beck, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
~nger, 
Davis of Ill., 

Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Cameron of Wis., 

.Allison, 
Barrow, 
Blair, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron ofPa., 
Edmunds, 
Fair, 
Ferry, 

YE.A..S-30. 
Davis ofW. Va., 
Farley, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 

Inga.llB, 
Jackson, 
Kellogg 
Miller of Cal., 
Morgan, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 
Sewell, 

NAY&-ll. 
Dawes, 
Frye, 
Hoar, 

Logan, 
l\liller of N. Y., 
Morrill, 

.A.BSENT---35. 
Garland, 
Grover, 
Hale, 
Hampton, 
Hill, 
Johnston, 
Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Jones of Nevada, 

Lamar, 
Lapham, 
1\IcDill, 
1\Icl\fillan, 
1\IcPherson, 
1\Iahone, 
1\Iaxey, 
Mitchell, 
Pendleton, 

Slater, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Veorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

Rollins 
Tabor.' 

Platt, 
Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
VanWyck, 
Windom. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair is sustained. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to test the sense of the Senate upon this 

question. After the word "when," inline794, Imovetoinsert "made 
of Bessemer steel and barbed and;" so as to read: 

When made of Bessemer steel and barbed and. 

1.Ir. COCKRELL. I raiseapointoforderonthat. Letitbereported 
so that we will understand it exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentas nowproposed will 
be reported. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. In line 794, after the word "when," it 
is proposed to insert '' made of Bessemer steel and barbed and;'' so as 
to read: 

That on all of the 1..-inds of iron or steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or 
steel, hereinbefore in this act enumerated, except fence-wire, when made of Bes
semer steel and barbed and galvanized or coated with any metal or nlloy, &c. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I merely desire to test the sense of the Senate on 
this amendment, as I believe I have a right to have the words inserted. 

1.Ir. COCKRELL. The Senator is persisting in his obstinate obstruc
tion of this bill. This has been agreed to in Committee of the Whole; 
it hilS been agreed to in the Senate; and now the Senator is not satisfied 
with it, and he is determined to amend it and to resort to every pos
sible subterfuge to the overriding of the plainest possible rules of the 
Senate and of the procedure here. I think this is remarkably strange. 
I think if the Senator wanted the bill passed he would not pursue such 
a course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not occupieu one-fifth part as much time as 
the Senator from Missouri. 

:Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator has spoken ten words to my one. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. In pursuance of my constitutional right, which I 

propose to exercise while I hold a place on this floor, I a k the sense of 
the Senate upon the amendment I propo e. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1\Ir. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will decide the question of 

order. 
1\Ir. BAYARD. I should like to know the effect of this amendment 

by the Senator from Rhode Island in connection with the amendment 
which I offered and which was withdrawn at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. Is it intended to affect the man
ufacture ofwhat.is commercially known as galvanized sheet-iron? 

1\Ir. EDMUNDS. Is not the question of order pending? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ChRir so Ullllerstandc;. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the Senaoor from Rhode Island 
whether his amendment is intended to affect themanufacture commer
cially known as galvanized sheet-iron? 

J\fr. ALDRICH. It was not. It did not go to that extent. 
Mr. BAYARD. I understand it does not refer to that. I desire to 

offer an amendment upon that point. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It merely defines what shall be known as fence

wire. It is a definition of "fence-wire," to prevent other kinds of wire 
being pnported under the general name of'' fence-wii·e." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairwill dispose of the question 
of order. The Chair thinks the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island falls within the rule rightly, and the Chair will entert.ain the 
amendment. 

1\Ir. PLUMB. It ought to be understood that the effect of this is to. 
destroy the entire force of the exception inserted in line 794 after a long 
struggle, because in the :first plaee it limits it to one kind of wire, wire 
of Bessemer steel. In the next plaee, it limits it to barbed wire, and 
the barb is an American patent; consequently none of it can be im
ported. So that the effect will be, when we come to understand it, 
simply to undo all that has been heretofore done in the struggle to. 
bring fence-wire within the lower rate of duty . 

:Mr. ED1tiUNDS. All that is entirely consistent with the ruling of 
the Chair, because nothing is clearer in parliamentary law than that a 
body has a right to make its own work just as inconsistent and out of 
tune as it pleases. The Chair is clearly right in his decision. 

.Ur~ PLUMB. The Senator from Vermont entirely misunderstood: 
me if he thought I was addressing myself to the point of order. I was 
addressing myself to the effect of the amendment. The point of order 
had already been decided by the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUND . I thought the Senator was referring to the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ii not my intention oo change the aetion of the
Senate in the slightest degree. I merely wanted to define '' fence-wire'' 
in accordance with what I understood to be the desire of the Senate. 
If we leave it in the condition it i4 now, I am afraid telegraph-wire
and all kinds of wire will be imported as fence-wire. I want to ex
clude fence-wire, and I want to make such a definition of it as shall 
exclude it. All fence-wire is made of Bessemer steel. I am willing 
to leave the word ''barbed'' out. I will modifY my amendment so as 
to sa,y "made of Bessemer steel." It is all made of Bessemer steel, 
but will exclude iron wire made for telegraphic purposes. 

1\Ir. COCKRELL. Does not the Senator from Rhode Island know 
that none of the imported wire is barbed? 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I modifY my amendment by leaving off the words 
''and barbed.'' I have no desire to change the action of the Senate, 
but merely to define what shall be "fence-wire." • 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as
modified. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. After the word "when," in line 794, it is 
proposed to insert '' made of Bessemer steel; '' so as to read: · 

That on all of the kinds of iron or steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or 
steel, hereinbefore in this act enumerated, except fence-wire, when made of Bes
semer steel and galvanized or coated with any metal or alloy, &c. 

1\Ir. ED:~IUNDS. I think as the paragraph now stands it will be· 
extremely difficult for any man who wishes- to build a fence to get any 
wire in under it, because there is no wire made that is fence-wire only. 
It is all simply the wire of commerce used for a thousand purposes. 
The amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island will go far to help
the men who wish to get cheap wire for their fences in without the pay
ment of the duty imposed upon the other classes of wire. It is in favor 
of the people who wish to get wire to make fence, because I am confi
dent that under the language as it now stands the Cllf!toms authorities. 
and the law authorities will hold that the wire of commerce, whether 
for fence or telegraph purposes or for a clotlies-line or for belting or 
whatever it may be, is simply the wire of commerce capable of being 
used for all sorts of purposes. As it now stands I do not believe it is 
any advantage to the fence men at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the· 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [1\fr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was rejected, there being on a division-ayes 17, 
noes 26. 

1\fr. HOAR. In line 631 I move to strike out the words "and one
half" before "cents;" so as to read: 

Polished, planished, or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel, by whatever name-
designated, 2 cents per pound. · 

The amendment propo es to reduce the duty on what is known as 
Russia sheet-iron one-half of a cent a pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on . agreeing to the· 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [1.\Ir. HoAR]. 

1\Ir. HOAR. I suggested this amendment -when the bill was up be
fore, but I wa met by the entire Finance Committee, and especially the 
Senator from Kentucky [.Mr. BECK], and I think the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] also addres ed the Senate, by the statement 
that the duty on Russia sheet-iron as fixed by the bill was about 32 per
cent., and that that was a moderate duty in proportion oo other simi
lar duties, aecording to the principle of the action upon which those· 
Senators went of a duty for revenue on all imports. 
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I insisted upon the authority of a very intimate personal friend of 

mine, for who e accuracy I was willing to vouch, that the duty the 
committee had got was over 50 per cent., and that the committee were 
misled by the fact that the Treasury statistics which accompany this 
bill and .on which we have relied put the Russia rouble at 65 cents, 
whereas the Russia rouble was depreciated paper currency, b eing worth, 
as this gentleman certified, giving me the certificate of his own busi
ness company, being th~ Russian consul and a Russian importer, about 
45 cents. But the Committee on Finance said very properly that they 
were not willing to accept against the certificate of the Treasury De
partment the statement of this unofficial gentleman so fur as this ques
tion was concerned, whoever might vouch for him. Accordingly I 
abandoned my motion. But I went to the Treasury Department and 
the Treasury had a thorough investigation made and I have now the 
certificate of the Treasury showing that I was enth·ely right. 

I wish to read two letters from Mr. French, and one from Mr. Elliott, 
the Statistician of the Treasury. There is a slight inaccuracy in the 
certificate of the consul, but on making further inquiry, Mr. French 
informs me that the consul's certificate is right. I will read the first 
and second letter of Mr. French and then Mr. Elliott's: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1883. 

SIR: The calculation in the letter of the Russian consul on page 29 of the CoN!' 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of January 27,1883, appears not to be quite correct, and the 
following statement is a correction of it: 

Price 3.85 roubles per pood of thirty-six pounds at 65.8c. per rouble, equals$2.53 
per thirty-six pounds, or 7.03c. per pound. At 3c. a pound this duty would be 42.6 
per cent. ad valorem. · 
Considerin~ the fact that the duty is specific few invoices are accompanied by 

consular certificates to show the silver value of the rouble. Its purchasing value 
is·in paper, and therefore the actual dut-y paid is about 42.6 per cent. 

We failed to receive any satisfactory information from the customs officers at 
New York. 

The above is the result of what we have been able to learn. 
Very respectfully, 

H. F. FRENCH, .Acting Secretary. 
P. S. The proclaimed value of the silver rouble is now 65.8c. and its actual 

value about 50 cents. 
Hon. G. F. HoAR, United States Senate. 
Now I come to Mr. French's second communication, dated the next 

day: 
TREA.SCRY DEPARTMENT, wa~hington, D. c., FebT"'.Ulry 9, 1883. 

To Senator HoAR: 
The actuary, Mr. Elliott, says the computation of the consul in RECORD of 

January '1:l is correct on the data a umed. 
II. F. FRENCH, .Acting Secretary. 

Then here is the statement handed me by Mr. Elliott, the actuary 
himself, who called on me: · 

RUSSIAN CREDIT-ROUBLE. 

At commencement of 1879: At London, 23Hd.; United States equivalent, 48.10c. 
At commencement of 1880: At London, 25fo<l.; United States equivalent, 51.07c. 
August, 1882: At London (equivalent), 47.40c. to 48.03c. Exchange on London 

(equivalent), 48.67c. to 48.92c. 
January, 23 and25, 1883: At London, United States equivalent, 46.50c. to46.76c. 

Exchange on London, 48.03c. 
Actual consular certificate in office of Fourth Auditor, Treasury Department, 

dated St. Petersburg, 19th August, 1882: Russian "paper rouble" given in ex
change for United States gold coin at the rate 1 rouble for 48.38c. 

So taking the proclaimed value of the article at 65, the committee 
have got this duty higher than they meant to themselves as 65 is in pro
portion to 47.40. In other words, they have got a duty of over 42 per 
cent. thinking they had a duty of about 32 per cent. They have got a 
duty of about 25 per cent. higher than they meant. 1\Iy motion is to 
reduce it one-fifth, or 20 per cent.; to strike out the "one-half" where 
the duty is :fixed at 2! cents a pound, which leaves it at 2 cents per pound, 
which is a duty of about 35 per cent., or 3 per cent. higher than the 
committee intended to make it. 

I will hand these statements to the Secretary, and if any member of 
the Finance Committee who objected to the amendment before, the 
Senator from Kentucky or the Senator from Delaware, would like to 
look at the calculations before they act upon it, I will let the motion 
stand until a later hour, or until the morning if we do not finish the bill 
to-night. I have no desire to press this unless I can satisfY the com
mittee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I do not know but that the Sen
ate will be disposed to do in this ca e what it has done in very many 
other cases affecting the interests of my Sta te. I have given some at
tention to this question, and in my judgment the rate proposed in the 
bill is fully as low as it ought to be and is not a sufficient protection to 
that industry. Why it is that the Senator from Massachusetts appears 
so anxious to attack this industry I can not understand, unless it be 
from motives which must control the action of certain Senators on this 
side of the Chamber, as it appears to me, in reducing tariff rates to so 
great an extent as utterly to destroy many of the leading industries of 
this country. 

Ur. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me, if he desires to know 
my motive, it is that this is an article which never has been made, which 
is not now made, and never will be made in this country. There is a 
cheap imitation which will pass muster (the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. UoRRILL] exhibitedittheotherday) forthetimebeing, butwhen 
exp~ed to our climate, especially where there is any salt air, as on 
ste.amboatl:! or vessels, is destxoyed very quickly. 

The secretofmaking Russia sheet-iron is not known. It is made in. 
a limited quantity here. Although parties have been trying to make 
it for over twenty years under this high duty, there is but one conceiUJ 
in this country that makes it now. It is a concern in two places, in 
Pittsburgh and in Philadelphia, with the sa.me name and the same 
agent. It is a very great necessity for a great many classes of buyers 
in my State. 

:Mr. MITCHELL. I think I ha\e a sufficient knowledge of the fucts 
to justifY me in respectfully denying what the Senator from Massachu
setts says as a matter of fact. I say that the American producers or 
planished iron are to-day producing just as good iron as ever has been 
made or can be made in Russia or elsewhere. The use of this iron for 
the different purposes to which it is applied in this country ought to 
demonstrate that fact to the satisfaction of any American citizen at least. 
A very much larger proportion of this iron is used in this country and 
manufactured in this country than is obtained by importation from 
abroad. It is very largely used as covers for locomotives, and I am told 
that locomotives made in the city of Philadelphia are covered with this 
iron and sent to Russia, the country from which the Senator claims that 
this superior article is imported. I submit that even if the figures pre
sented by the Senator are correct, the production is not so great, it be
ing a peculiar industry requiring very great skill, requiring in this colm
try the payment of very high wages as compared with those in Russia
more than twice as much ; I think three times as much. I have before· 
~e a statement of the wages in Russia, and I find they run from 33 to 56 
cents a day. 

It is true that there are but two establishments in this country; one· 
of them is in Philadelphia and one in Pittsburgh. It may be true that 
no other concerns have yet engaged in that industry, and I presume 
none will if the Congress of the United States sees fit to reduce the 
present duty which, even if it be 42 per cent. as is claimed, is not too 
much to protect it properly. 

I have in my possession, but have mislaid it in some way or other, 
a circular from a very prominent concern in Boston in which they state· 
explicitly that the American iron is the equal of Russia iron, and that 
they sell it in the markets as easily as the Russian. I have here sam-· 
pies of this iron. If any Senator desires to look at them and compare 
the two productions, he may possibly form his judgment from an in
spection of them. Here is one kind produced in this country, and there· 
is the other. 

Mr. HOAR. They have not been used. 
Mr. MITCHELL. But the American stands the wear and tear or 

storms as well as the Russian. 
:Mr. HOAR. That is not my information. 
:Mr. :MITCHELL. It appears to be at least the judgment of a very 

large number of people engaged in the business who require this kind 
of iron in this country. I presume the Senator may deny the state-· 
ment I made, that a larger proport-ion of American manuiactured iron 
is used in this country than that which comes from abroad. 

I have said all I desire to say. I trust the Senate will not agree to· 
the amendment. 

1\Ir. HOAR. The whole matter is this: The Finance Committee 
and the Tariff Commission meant to impose a duty on this article of 32 
per cent. They made a mistake, and have got it nearly 45 per cent.
over 42 per cent. I have shown conclusively the error by the circular of· 
the Treasury Department itself. My amendment does not reduce it 
quite to the point where the committee meant to fix it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the· 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [1\Ir. HoAR]. 

Mr. UITCHELL. I a k for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
}t1r. ALLISO~ (when his name was called). I am paired with the· 

Senator from South Carolina [:Mr. liAMPTo:s-]. 
}t1r. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the· 

Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 
}t1r. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from Virginia [Mr. JOHNSTO~]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. WALKER. The Senator from Texas [ Ir. MAX~Y] is paired 

with the Senator from Colorado [lli. HILL J. 
MI. COCKRELL. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and 

the Senator from Kansas [ 1r. :u-aALL.'1] are paired, but as the Senator 
from Indiana would ha\e voted "yea," the Senator from Kansas has 
voted. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senatorfrom Louisiana [~1r. JoNAS] is paired 
with the Senator fi:om New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. GROOl\IE. I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr
MILLER]. 

The result was announced-yeas 22, nays 17; as follows: 

Beck, 
Blair, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Davis of Ill., 

Dawes, 
George, 
Harris, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
Jacli:son, 

YEA8-22. 
Kellogg, 
1\Iiller of Cal., 
1\Iorgan, 
Plumb, 
Rollins, 

Inter, 

Tabor, 
Vest, 
Walker, 
William.s-. 

.. . 
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Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 
Camden, 
Cameron of Wis., 

Allison, 
Barrow, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron of Pa-., 
Edmunds, 
Fair, 
Ferry, 
Garland, 
Groome, 

NAY8-17. 
Con~r, 
DaVIsofW. Va., 
Farley, 
Frye, 
Gorman, 

Harrison, 
Hawley 
Jones of Nevada, 
Mcl.lillan, 
Morrill, 

ABSEXT-37. 
Grover, 
Hale, 
Hampton, 
Hill 
Johlli;ton, 
Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Lamar, 
Lapham, 
Logan, 

:McDill, 
:McPherson, 
Mahone, 
Maxey, 
Miller of N.Y., 
Mitchell, 
Pendleton, 
Platt, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Sewell, 
Windom. 

Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Vance, 
VanWyck, 
Voorhees. 

111r. SEWELL. In line 467 the Senate refused to concur in the amend
ment made as in Committee of the Whole making the tariff on glass 
bottles 1! cents a pound. AB this is an article on which I should like 
to have a. specific duty instead of an ad valorem, I move to amend by 
.striking out '' 30 per cent. ad valorem,'' in line 467, and inserting '' 1t 
-cents per pound;'' so as to read: · 

Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys (covered or un
covered), pickle or preserve jars, and other plain, molded, or pres ed green and 
colored bottle-glass, not cut, engraved, or painted, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, It cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question i on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state that the vote on this questio:J was a tie 
before on 1t cents and I trust the Senate will now agree to l t cents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been stated here, it is not printed in the 
RECORD and I do not know how the bill has been printed, that this 
amendment was agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. I should like 
to inquire as to that. 

Mr. SEWELL. The amendment fixing H cents a pound was agreed 
to in Committee of the Whole and disagreed to by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was a tie vote upon 1! cents so 
that the text of the bill remains as it was. The amendment made as 
in Committee ·of the Whole was not concurred in by the Senate. 

Ur. COCKRELL. As this is renewing in the Senate an amendment 
which was made as in Committee of the Whole and not agreed to in the 
Senate, I raise the point of order on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. !tis fixingadifferentrate, 1t cents. 
Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the point of order made by my friend 

from Missouri is well taken. . 
.Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Tennessee will wait a mo

ment he will see that I make no point of order if the Senator from New 
Jersey offers his amendment at 1t cents. I thought he offered it at H 
cents. . 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 understand the facts as the Senator now states 
them. 

:Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will inquire of the Senator from 
New Jersey what ad valorem a duty of 1t cents a pound is equivalent 
to? . 

Mr. SEWELL. 'I should think it would be equivalent to about 30 
per cent. The present law is 35 per cent. This measure takes off the 
charges on the packages, and the rate is reduced in the bill to 30 per 
·cent. 

Ur. ·CAl\fERON, of Wisconsin. If it is equivalent to 30 per cent., 
what is the object of changing it? 

Ur. SEWELL. Beca.use·we want a specific duty to avoid underval
uation. That is the cause I'eally. 

Mr. CAMERONJ of Wisconsin. We have heard a great deal about 
that. I am informed that 1t cents a pound would be equivalent to a 
much larger ad valorem duty than 30 per cent. 

Mr. BECK. It is equal to 100 per cent., and it wa so stated by the 
Senator from 1\faine [Mr. FRYE] the other day. 

JIJir. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is the objection I have to it. 
Mr. SEWELL. I do not wish to go over this question and I do not 

wish to raise any debate. The statement of the manufacturers is en
tirely different; 1t cents is one-third of the value of the product here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
-amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
· The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GROOME (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
.Senator from New York [l\Ir . .1\liLLER]. Otherwise I should vote 
"nay." . 
. 1\ir. GORMAN (when Mr. l\IcPHERso~ 's name was called). I was 
requested to announce the pair of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON] with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jo:~us]. The 
-Senator from New Jersey would vote ' ' yea.'' 
_ The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELil. The Senator from Indiana [ .Mr. VOORHEES] 
paired with the Senator from Kansas [1\1r. !~WALL ]. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New York (JIJIT. LAPHAM] is 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Ohio (Mr. PENDLE
TON]. 

The result was announced-yeas 22, nays 18; as follow _: 

Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Beck, 
Camden; 
Conger, 
Dawes, 

Bayard, 
Co.ll, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 

YEAS-22. 
Edmunds, 
Frye! 
IIarriSOn, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Kellogg, 

Logan, 
McDill 
McMillim · 
l'!Iiller of Cal. , 
Morrill, 
Platt, 

NAY8-18. 
DavisofllL, 
Davis ofW. Va., 
Farley, 
George, 
Gorman, 

Harris, 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 
Morgan, 
Slater, 

ABSE..~~. 

Allison , Groome, Lamar, 
Barrow, Grover, Lapham, 
Blair, Hale, McPherson, 
Brown, Hampton , Mahone, 
Butler, Hill, Mn.xey, 
Cameron of Pa., Johnston, Miller ofN. Y. , 
~air, Jonas, Mitchell, 
Ferry, Jones of Florida., Pendleton, 
Garland, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Plumb, 
Rollin~, 
Sewell, 
Windom. 

Vest, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
Saunders, 
Sli.wyer, 
Sherman, 
Tabor, 
Vance, 
VanWyck, 
Voorhees. 

l\Ir. BECK. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; and pending 
that I move that the Senate do now adjourn. I do not want to increase 
taxation when those who do not wish to increase it are absent, and we 
have got hardly a quorum of unpaired Senators. 

lli. ANTHONY. Will the Senator from Kentucky withdraw the 
motion for an instant? 

I!Ir. BECK. Certainly. 
AMEl>.L>ME...~T TO A BILL. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations -for the legisla
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropria.tions, and orderetl to be printed. 

El>.'ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Ur. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker ofthe House had signed the fol
lowing enrolled billandjointresolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 2264) to authorize the consh·uction of certain bridges and 
to establish them as post-roads; and -

Joint resolution (H. Res: 337) to provide for admission free of duty 
of articles intended for a special exhibition of machinery, tools, imple
ments, apparatus, &c., for the generation and application of electricity, , 
to be held at Philad~lphia. by the Franklin Institute. 

- ADJOURNMENT. 

l\Ir. ANTHONY. Mx. President, it is now nearly 2 o'clock in the 
morning. I am the father of the Senate, and you, sir, al'e the boss of it. 
Our boys have behaved pretty well to-day, and I propose that we give 
them a bit of a holiday. I move that when the Senate adjourn it be 
to meet at 12 o'clock on Tuesday; or if the Senator from Kentucky will 
withdraw the motion I will move that the Senate now adjourn nntil 
12 o'clock on Tnesda.y. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
accept the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

l\Ir. BECK. I aecept anything. I merely want to get away from 
here to-night. · 

The PRESIDENT pl'O tempore. It is moved that the Senate adjourn 
· until12 o'clock Tuesday. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o' clock and 50 minutes a. m. 
Tuesday morning) the Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
J\Iom>AY, February .19, 1883: 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. 
D. POWER. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for· the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and with the ac
companying report ordered to be printed. 

lli. Mcl\IILLIN. I desire to reserve all points of order on the bill. 
The SPEAKER. They will be reserved. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I give notice that I shall ask the House to con

sider this bill to-morrow. 
1\Ir. HARRIS, of 1\Iassachusetts. I ask consent to have printed in 

the RECORD an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill which 
has been recommended by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and to give 
notice that when the sundry civil bill shall have bee~·taken up for 
consideration I will move it as an amendment to that bill. 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 
The proposed amendment of the Committee oli Naval Affairs to the 

sundry civil bill is as follows: 
That the Secretary of the Navy shall cau e to be ln.id out in convenient lots 

for building and commercial purposes with convenient streets, avenues, and 
wharves in substantial accord with the recommendation and report made and 
submitted by Commodore John H. Upshur, all that land in the Wallabout Bay, 
in the State of New York, included within the present limits of the Brooklyn 
navy-yard and the United States naval hospital grounds which is bounded 
and described as follows: 

Parcel A, containing about thirty-three and one-quarter acres, beginning at 
the northwest corner of Washington and Flushing avenue ; thence westerly 
along the line of Flushing avenue 848 feet; thence northerly along a line par
allel to the line of Washington avenue to the north line of the property of the 
United States, being about 1,900 feet; thence ea terly along the line of the prop
erty of the United States to Washington a>enue, being about 940 feet; thence 
along the line of Washington avenue to the point of beginning. 

Parcel B, containing about twenty-four and a. half acres, beginning at the north
east corner of Washington and Flushing a.venues; thence northerly along the 
line of Washington avenue to the northerly line of the property of the United 
States fronting on Kent-avenue basin; thence easterly along thllline of the prop
erty of the United States parallel with Kent-avenue basin t-o the Nsterly line of 
Hewes street extended; thence southwesterly along the easterly line of Hewes 
street extended about one hundred and fifty feet; thence westerly on a. line par
allel to the course of Flushing avenue west of Ryerson street to a point five hun
dred and twenty feet from 'Va hington avenue; thence southerly to Flushing 
avenue, seven hundred feet; thence westerly along the line of Flushing avenue, 
five hundred and twenty feet, to the place of beginning. 

And the Secretary shall cause the said lots, when so laid out as aforesaid, to be 
appraised by three appraisers of experience and competent knowledge, to be se
lected by him, and after said appraisal he shall advertise the same for sale at pub
lic auction, in such manner as he may deem for the best interests of the Govern
ment, either at one sale or at e...-eral different sales, at not le than the appraised 
value of each, subject to such reservations and limitations as to nse as he may 
.deem best; and he is hereby authorized and empowered to make and execute, 
in the name of the United States, deeds of such lots to the purchasers, upon the 
payment of the purchase-money in full; and at such sale or sales he may give 
to the purchasers of any single lot the election to take at the same price per 
square foot any number of un old lots within the same block or square. .After 
~educting the cost of all surveys, plans, appraisal, advert.isements, and sale he 
shall pay or cause to be paid into the Treasury of the United States the pro
ceeds of said sale: Provided, That the city of Brooklyn may purchase, at not 
le s than the appraised value thereof, so much of the northerly end of parcel A, 
hereinbefore described, as said city may de ire for market purposes, the south
erly line of said puchase to extend from Washington avenue westerly to the 
we terly line of said parcel, and in a line parallel to Flushing avenue. 

ELECTIOX COXTEST-COOK \S. CUTIS. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on Elections, submitted 

a report in the contested-election case of Cook-z;s. Cutts, sixth Congres
sional district of Iowa, accompanied by the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That M. E. Cutts was not elected as~ Representative from the sixth 
Cougre sional district of Iowa, and is not entitled to a seat on the fioor of this 
House. 

Resolved, That John C. Cook was duly elected as a. Representative from the 
sixth district of Iowa, and is entitled to a. seat on the floor of this House. 

1\fr. MILLER. The minority of the Committee on Elections ask 
leave to submit their views to be printed with the report of the ma
jority. 

The SPEAKER. Permission will be granted. 
The report was ordered to be printed, and laid over for the pre ent. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1\Ir. UPSON. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being .called for, this being Mon

-day, the first business in order is the call of States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, also resolutions calling 
for executive information for reference and printing to their appropriate 
committees. Under this call resolutions and memorials of State and 
Territorial Legislatures are in order for reference to their appropriate com
mittees. 

FRANK M. SANFORD. · 
1\Ir. 'VHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 7596) for the relief of Frank 

M. Sanford; whichwasreadafirst and second time, referred totheCom-
·mittee on 'Var Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

COLORADO 1\ITh'"ING AND INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 
1\lr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty 

:mticles intended for the national mining and industrial exposition to 
be held at Denver, in the State of Colorado, during theyearl883; which 

·was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means and ordered to be printed. 

JOHY F. TUTTLE. 
Mr. BERRY .introduced a bill (H. R. 7598) granting a pension to 

John F. Tuttle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
..COmmittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 
.Mr. PEIRCE presented a joint. re olution of the Legislature of the 

State of Indiana in favor of extending the time for filing claims for ar
rears of pension i which was referred to the Select Committee on the Pay
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

At the conclusion of the call of States, Mr. PEIRCE asked and ob
tail:led consent to have the resolution printed in the RECORD. 

The resolution is :is·follows: 
Whereas the act of Congress providing for the payment of arrears of pension 

expired by limitation before many entitled to make just claims thereunder had 
availed themselves of its provisions; and 

Whereasmany worthy and deserving soldiers have been thereby deprived of 
the benefits to which they are entitled: Therefore, 

Resolved by the senate (the house concurring therein), That our Senators in Con
gress be instructed and our Representatives requested to favor the passage of a. 
law giving reasonable time for disabled soldiers or their representatives to file 
in the proper Department their claims for relief under said act. 

T H Ol\IAS HANNA, 
President of &nate. 

A. J. KELLEY, 
Secretary of Senate. 

REDUCTION OF REVEls'"UE. 
Mr . .ANDERSO~ introduced a bill (H. R. 7599) to reduce the revenue 

upon all importations into the United States; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon referring the bilL 
Ur. ANDERSON. I ask that the bill be read. 
The SPEAKER. The reading of the bill on this call will not take 

it into the RECORD. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Very well; let it be read for the information of 

the House. 
The bill was read at length, referred to the Committee on Ways and 

Means, and ordered to be printed. 

D. S. CAGE. 
lli. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 7600) for the relief of D. S. Cage 

and other citizens of Louisiana; which was read a :fi::Jst and second time, 
ref.erred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

:r A VIGA TION OF MINNESOTA RIVER. 

1\Ir. STRAIT presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, praying that Big Stone Lake and the Bois de Sioux River be 
embraced in the reservoir system, so that the excess of water may be 
so utilized as to render the l\finnesota River navigable; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SANDWICH ISLAND SUGAR. 
Mr. BELMONT submitted the following resolution; which was re

ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 

House all correspondence between officers of the Treasury Department or be
tween those officers and any other person or persons, and all orders or decisions 
by the Department respecting the execution of so much of the Hawaiian treaty of 
1875 and the law of18'i6to enforce the same, as relates to Sandwich Island sugar. 

CATHARINE SMITH. 
Mr. SCOVILLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7601) for the relief of Cath

arine Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTIO:Y OF SURPLUS IN THE TREASURY. 

. 1\Ir. SKINNER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 351) providing 
for an equitable distribution of surplus money in the United States 
Treasury among the several States for maintenance of schools and pay
ment of debts; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this resolution should be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SKINNER. No; it relates to the reduction of the revenue and 
I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

'l'b.e SPEAKER. It relates to an expenditure of the revenue for 
the maintenance of schools, &c., and the Chair thinks it should go to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SKINNER. Very well. 
The joint resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on 

Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

PER-SECUTION OF JEWS IN RUSSIA.. 
~.COX, of New York, submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
Resolved, That the President oft.he United States, if not incompatible with the 

public service, communicate to this House all the correspondence in relation to 
the treatment of Jews in Russia which has taken place since the last communi
cation on that subject to this House between the Government of the United 
States and that of Russia. 

REPORTS FROM REVENUE-CUTTER . 
1\Ir. COX, of New York, also submitted the following resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 

requested t-o furnish,. lUI soon as convenient, to the Speaker of this House all doc
uments in the possession of his Department containing observations on glacia
tion, birds, natural history,and the medical notesmadeuponcruisesofrevenue
cutters in the year 1881. 
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l\IILITARY ACADE3IY CADETS. 
Mr. McCOOK submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Comm~ttee on Military Affairs: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to inform this House of 

the number of vacancies that have existed at the United States Military Academy 
each year during the five years last past preceding July 1, 1883, the number of 
candidates appointed to fill such vacancies, the number admitted to the corps of 
cadetB, the number of cadets graduated each year, and the number of cadets found 
deficient. 

ELLEN HORGAN. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 7602) for the 

relief of 1t1rs. Ellen Horgan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Sl\fUGGLING BY NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. FLOWER submitted the following resolution; which was re

ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform this House 

whether there have been reported by the customs officers any attempts to smug
gle goods by officers of the Navy or to defraud the Government of any duties 
upon imported goods within the last ten years; and, if so, the number of such 
instances . . 

LAWS OF UNITED STATES FOR TREASURY DEPARTl\IENT. 
Mr. VAN HORN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 352) to pro

vide for an increased supply of the laws of the United States for the 
Treasury Department and its officers; which was read a first and sec
ond time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PRL.~TING REPORT OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 

aged at sea, or have collided with other vessels, Ol" have been run aground in 
port or elsewhere in each year during the last ten years, together with a state
ment of the number of naval vessels in commission for each year of such period. 

CHIEF ENGINEER MEL VILLE. 
11Ir. WARD introduced ajointresolution (H. Res. 354) tenderingthe 

thanks of Congress to and conferring additional rank on Chief Engineer 
George W. Melville, United States Navy, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be
printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE GREAT KANAWHA. 
1tlr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. 7608) to authorize the con

struction of bridges a~ross the Great Kanawha River, and to prescribe
the dimensions of the same; whioo was read a first and second time,. 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SID:!\TEY KE:\IPTO~. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 7609) granting a pen

sion to Sidney Kempton; which was read a first and second time, re
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOH.N KUNKEL 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7610) for there

lief of John Kunkel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORRESPONDENCE OF SECRETARY OF WAR AND GENERAL HAZEN. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVERalc:;osubmitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on :Military Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested1• if not incompatible with the 
public interests, to communicate to the House au correspondence which has 
passed between him, the said Secretary of War, and General William B. Hazen~ 
the Chief Signal Officer, during the month of February, 1883. 

Mr. VAN HORN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 353) author
izing the printing and binding of additional copies of the report of the 
Chief Signal Officer; which was read a first and: second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. POYNTER. ADJUSTME...~T OF SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 7603) for the Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries 
li f f J hn H p hi h ead :fi t d d · of postmasters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the-

re e 0 0 • oynter i w c was r a rs an secon time, re- Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS A. BAIRD. 
Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolution; wmch was referred 

to the Committee on Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 

Francis A. Baird, out of the contingent fund of the House, a sum equal to the 
dliference between the compensation received by him as laborer and that of 
electrician, from the 24th day of February, 1882, to the 24th dayofFebruary,1883. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ALEXANDER H. BROWN. 
Mr. :McCLURE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7604) for the 

relief of the legal representatives of Alexander H. Brown, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. · 

INCREASE OF PE...~SIONS. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH presented the following joint resolution of 

the Legislature ofthe State of Ohio, memorializingCongress relativeto 
increase of pensions in certain cases; which was referred to the Select 
Committee onthePaymentofPensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and, by 
consent subsequently obtained, ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 
Joint resolution memorializing Congress relative to increase of pen ions in cer-

tain cases. · 
Whereas there is now pending in the United States Senate a bill known as 

House bill No.1410, designed tp increase the pensions of soldiers having lost in 
the line of duty one arm, one hand, one leg, orone.foot, as amended: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That we fully approve the 
contents of said bill and recommend its passage by Congress at an early date as 
amended by said committee; and a copy of this resolution be by the governor 
forwarded to the members of the House and Senate in Congress from Ohio. 

Adopted February 1, 1883. 

O.J.HODGE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

R.A.HORR, 
Presi-dent pro tempore of the Senate. 

DAVID C. YOSBINDER. 
Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 7605) granting an increase of 

pension to David C. Vosbinder; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. ' Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7606) granting two con
demned cannon to Hughs Post, Nashville, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. WAREHAM. 
Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bilf(H. R. 7607) granting a pension 

to John E. Wareham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAMAGES TO NAVAL VESSELS. 

Mr. BEACH submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be instructed to report to this House 
the number of ves els belonging to the Navy which have been materially dam-

.-

PRETENDED POST-OFFICES. 
lli. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 7612) to amend section 

3829 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and seco:nd time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or
dered to be print-ed. 

FEDERAL AID FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 
1tlr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, submit'c.ed a concurrent reso

lution of the Legislature of the State of South Carolina. relative to Fed
eral aid for public schools; which was referred to the Committee on. 
Education and Labor. 

The resolution was subsequently ordered to be printed in the RECORD,. 
and is as follows: 
Concurrent resolution relative to Federal aid for public schools, passed by Ole

General Assembly of South Carolina at the regular session commencing No
vember 28, 1882. 
Whereas it is the desire of the people of the State of South Carolina. to pro

mote the education of all people who inhabit her territory, which desire is evi
denced by the fact that those who now administer the afi"airs of the State have· 
amended the constitution so that an annual tax of 2 mills upon the taxable 
property and a poll-tax of 1 per head is levied for the support of the public 
schools, which are opened to all classes; and 

Whereas it i earnestly desired that the public schools of the State may be ren
dered productive of still greater good to those clusses who can not be educated 
without aid: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of South Carolina (the house of representatives 
concurring), That our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States be, and they are hereby, urged to use all of their endeavors to obtain Fed
eral aid for the promotion of the public schools of this and our sister States, ac
cording to the ratio of illiteracy existing in the States. 

Resolved further, That the clerks of the senate and house of representatives do 
furnish copies of this resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
for presentation to said body. 

T. STOBO FARROW, 
Clerk of the Senate .. 

JOHN T. SLOAN, 
Clerk House of .Representatives. 

ELI B. P ARK.ER. 

1\Ir. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. 7613) granting a pension to
Eli B. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS HEATH. 
?tlr. DEZE.l~ORF introduced a bill (H. R. 7614) for the payment of 

bounty to Thomas Heath; which, was read a first and, second time, re
ferred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES FOREDICE. 
1tlr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 7615) to remove the charge of 

desertion from the military record of James Foredice; "which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the. Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JACOB D. GEHO. 
Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7616) granting a pension 
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to Jacob D. Geho; which was read a first and second time, referred to The resolution was subsequently ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. and is as follows: 

mA J. J. TURNEY. Assembly concurrent resolution No. 15. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension Passed the assembly January 23• A. D. 1883· l\1. C. HALEY, 
Clerk of tM Assembly. to Irn J. J. Turney; which was read~ first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

N ATURALIZATIOX. 

:Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 7618) to amend section 2172 
of the Revised Statutes, in relation to naturalization; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

E. BROGLIN. 

1\Ir. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 7619) for the relief of E. Brog
lin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
()n the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. SMITH. 

1\Ir. PEELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7620) granting an increase of 
pension to William G. Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL AFFAIRS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

l\1r. SHERWIN {by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7621) to pro
vide for the appointment and support of officers charged with the 
supervision of school affairs in the Territories of the United States, ex
cepting the Indian Territory and the Territory of Alaska; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. · 

1\IINERV A A. ROSS. 

1\Ir. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 7622) grant
ing a pension to :Minerva A. Ross; wpjch was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUISVILLE SOUTHERN EXPOSITION. 

1\Ir. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern 
~xposition to be held in the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in the 
year 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com
mittee on Ways and 1\Ieans, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT VINCENT A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. DUNNELL presented memorial of-the Legislature ofl\Iaine, ask
ing that Saint Vincent be made a port of entry. It was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

CUTHBERT WHITE. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Cuthbert 
White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com
tniitee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

UNEARNED L.AJ."n) GRANTS. 

1\Ir. BERRY also presented a joint resolution of the California Leg-
3slature, asking that all unearned land grants to railroads be restored 
to the public domain; which was referred to the Committee on the 
.Judiciary. 

Subsequently the joint resolution was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, and is as follows: 

Assembly concurrent resolution No. 13. 
Passed the assembly January 23, A. D. 1883. 

M. 0. HALEY, 
Clerk of th~ Assembly. 

Fa...<oSed the senate February 6, 1883. 
EDWIN F. SMITH, 

Secretary of the Senate. 
This resolution was received by the governor this 8th day of February, A. D. 

1883. 
W. W. MORELAND, 

Private Secretary of the G(YI.'ernor. 

CHAPTER -.-Assembly concurrent resolution No.13. 
Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That our Senators in Congress 

t>e instructed and our Representatives requested to use their influence and ut
most endeavors in Congress to procure such legislation as may be necessary to 
~estore to the Government all the public lands hitherto withdrawn from settle
ment or sale for the benefit of railroads in this State in all cases where such 
!lands have not been earned bytheroadsforwhichsuch withdrawals were made. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor cause a copy of these resolutions 
-to be immediately forwarded to each of our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 

.Attest: 

H. M. LA RUE, 
Speaker of the .Assembly. 

JOH..~ DAGGETT, 
President of the &mate. 

THOS. L. THOl\IPSON, 
Secretary of State. 

SETTING ASIDE P ATID<.""rn1 ETC. 

Mr. BERRY also presented a joint resolution of the California Legis
lature requesting the Attorney-General be authorized and requested to 
commence suits to set aside certain patents held by the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

Passed the senate February 6, A. D. 1883. 
EDWIN F. Sl\llTH, 

Secretary of the Senate. 
This resolution was received by the governor this 8th day of February, A. D. 

1883. 
W. W. MORELAND, 

Private Secretary of tM Governor. 

CHAPTER -.-Assembly concurrent resolution No. 15, concerning litigation to 
· determine the title to Mussel Slough lands in Tulare and Fresno Counties, Cali

fornia. 
Whereas a controversy exists between the Southern Pacific Railroad Company 

and the settlers of the Mussel Slough district, in Tulare and Fresno Counties, as 
to the title to the odd-numbered sections of land claimed by the railroad com
pany, but settled upon, improved, held, and made valuable by the occupants; 
and 

Whereas this controversy has already eventuated in a tragedy in which eight 
citizens lost their lives and in the imprisonment of five men believed by the 
great majority of the people to be innocent of crime; and 

Whereas it is of vital importance to the State that the question of title over 
which this bloody tragedy occurred shall be settled for all time; and 

Whereas the settlers aforesaid claim that the said railroad company never had 
authority to build its road and never was granted land to aid in its construction 
on its present line or within more than one hundred miles from where this 
tragedy occurred; and 

Whereas the said settlers insist that the patents issued by the Federal Govern
ment to the said railroad company are therefore voidable because of error or fraud 
in theirprocurement; and . 

Whereas the said settlers a sert that the withdrawal of these lands from settle
ment was in violation of law, and that they were thereby denied the right to file 
in the Land Office their pre-emption and homestead claims, and are also de
nied the right to attack in their own names the patents which they allege should 
belong to them, but which are held bysaidrailroadcompany; and 

Whereas one of the highest duties devolving upon a government is the protec
tion of its citizens in all their rights; and 

Whereas the right to home and fireside is the dearest of all rights of man, as. 
it tends to bind closer the ties of family, upon which States are built and the wel
fare and happiness of the people thereof depend; and 

Whereas when the citizen of the State is unable to institute in the courts pro
ceedings for his own protection it is the duty of the State to see to it that the 
barred door of justice be unlocked to his complaint in order that it may be heard 
upon its merits: Therefore, • 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That, in the name of the State 
of California, the Attorney-General of the United States be requested to at once 
authorize the attorney-general of the State of California to commence proceed
ings in the name of the Federal Government to set aside the patents held for these 
lands by the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, to the end that the respective 
rights of the people who settled upon and improved these landR by virtue of and 
under the laws of the United States, as well as of the said railroad company, 
may be litigated, tried, and determined. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress, including our 
Congressmen-elect, be requested to use all honorable means, either by personal 
application or by action of Congress, to secure on the "part of the Attorney-Gen
eral of the United Stat~ compliance with these resolutions. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor of the State of California be re
quested to send a duly certified copy of this resolution to the Attorney-General 
of the United States, and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress and 
Congressmen·elect. • 

Attest: 

H . M. LA RUE, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 

JOHN DAGGETT, 
President of tM &mate. 

THOS. L. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of State. 

CHINESE RESTRICTION LAW. 

1\Ir. BERRY also presented joint resolution of the California Legisla
ture, protesting against the construction of the Chinese restriction law 
which was made by the Attorney-General; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The resolution was subsequently ordered to be printed in the RECoRD, 
and is as follows: 

Assembly concurrent resolution No. 1. 
Passed the assembly January 19, A. D. 1883. 

Passed the senate February 6, A. D. 1883. 

M. 0. HALEY, 
Clerk of tM Assembly. 

EDWIN F. Sl\llTH, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

This resolution was received by the governor this 9th day of FebrW\ry, .A. D. 
1883. 

W. 1\f. 1\IORELAND, 
Private Secretary of tM Governor •. 

CHAPTER -.-Assemblyconcurrrent resolution No.1, relative to the law restrict;. 
ing Chinese immigration and its construction by officers of the General Gov
ernment. • 
Whereas by the late decisions of officers of the General Government, the spirit 

and intent of the law restricting Chinese immigration have been violated and set 
aside, thereby permitting Chinese subjects to enter the United States for the pur
pose, apparently, of passing through the country on their way to China, but there 
being nothing to prevent their stopping while in transit, the objects of the law 
will be defeated and our State be again subject to a renewed invasion by that un
desirable class of people : Therefore, • 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That we request our Senators 
and Representatives in the Congress of the United States to enter a protest upon 
the part of the State of California against such construction of the said law; 
and also request them to do all acts necessary to make such additional pro
visions to said bill which will prevent the attempted abrogation of the spirit and 
intent of said law. 

Be itfU!rther resolll:ed, That the governor of this State be, and he is hereby, re-
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quested to transmit a copy of the above preamble and resolution and forward 
the same to ea.ch Senator and Representative in Congress from the State of Cal
ifornia. 

Attest: 
(SEAL] 

H. M. LARUE, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 

JOHN DAGGETT, 
President of the &nate. 

THOS. L. THOMPSON, 
Broretary of State. 

PAY~T OF VOLUNTEERS, Th-ni..A...L~ WAR 18i7-178. 

Mr . .AINSLIE presented the memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Idaho Territory, asking that the volunteers in the Indian war of 
1877-'78 be paid for their services; which wast·eferred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

GEORGE KE...~NEDY. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (H. R. 7625) for the relief of 
George Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NICARAGUA CANAL Co:.\IP.A.J.."Y. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
- Oregon in favor of the incorporation of the !faritime Canal Company of 

Nicaragua; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Some time subsequently, by unanimous consent, the said memorial 

was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. It is as follows: 
Senl!te concurrent resolution No.5. 

Whereas a bill for the incorporation of the Maritime Canal Company of Nic
aragua. has been favorably reported by the Committees on Foreign Affairs of the 
United States Senate and House of Representatives at the last session of Con
gress, and has been made the "order of the day" on the econd l\Ionday in De
cember next in the Senate; and 

Whereas the Nicaragua Interoceanic Canal will be of great benefit to the pro
.ducers and merchants of the Pacific coa t, as well as of great commercial and 
political advantage to our country: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Legislature of Oregon, by concurrent resolution of its 
senate and assembly, respectfully urge upon the Congress of the United States 
the necessity for immediate and favorable a<Jtion upon the act incorporating the 
Maritime Oanal Company of Nicaragua, in order that this beneficent work may 
be promptly commenced and carried to a successful conclusion, securing to our 
country an American interoceanic canal under American control. 

Adopted in the senate September 21, 1~. 

Adopted in the house September 22, 1882. 

W. J. McCO~"XELL, 
President of the Senate. 

GEO. W. l\IcBRIDE, 
'Peaker of the House. 

U}.J:TED STATES OF A:u:ERICA, STATE OF OREGON, 
Ojfice of the Secret{J,1"Y of State, Salem, January 22, 1883. 

I, R. P. Earhart, do hereby certify that I am the secretary of state of the State 
of Oregon, and custodian of the great seal thereof; that the foregoing transcript 
of the senate concurrent resolution No. 5 has been by me compared with the 
original copy of the said senate concurrent resolution No. 5now on file in this 
office, and that it is a true and correct transcript thereof, and the whole of said 
original resolution. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
great seal of the State of Oregon. Done at the capitol at. Salem, Oregon, this 22d 
day of January, A. D.l883. 

(SEAL.) 

COYPULSORY PILOTAGE. 

R. P. EARHART, 
Secretary of tate. 

Ur. LADD presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Maine, asking relief from compulsory pilotage, &c.; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ORDER OF BUSL~ESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Tei.Titories fm· the introduc
tion of bills and joint resolutions is now concluded. 

UNIVERSAL PEACE. 

Mr. CRAPO. I ask unanimous consent at this time to submit a. 
memorial of a committee representing the Society of Friends for New 
England, upon the subject of universal peace, asking the establishment 
of an international system of arbitration for the settlement of disputes 
between nations, with the request that it be ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD and appropriately referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle
man for unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and the memorial wasordered to be printed in 
the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It is 
as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States in Congress assemhled: 
The undersigned, a committee under appointment of and representing the So

ciety of Friends for New England, upon the subject of universal peace, desire 
respectfully to convey to your honorable body the expression of our warm ap
proval of the joint resolution recently introduced to the Senate by 3enator 
GEoRGE F. HoAR, of 1\Ia.ssa<Jhusetts, authorizing and directing the President of 
the United States to enter into negotiations with all the civilized powers which 
may consent, for thee tablishment of an international system whereby matters 
in dispute between their respective governments maybe adjusted by arbitration 
and without recourse to war. 

We would earnestly solicit the favorable attention of Congress to this important 
question, and also entreat its active influence for the a~complishment of an end 

. 

with which we believe the welfRI·e of nations and the progress of Chri tian civil
ization are closely connected. 

TIMOTHY B. HUSSEY, of l\Iaine. 
GEORGE RICHARDSON, of Maine. 
GERTRUDE W. CARTLAND, of Massa<lhusetts. 
RACHAEL S. HOWLAND, of New Bedford, Mass. 
CHARLES 0. VARNEY, of East Parsonsfield, 1\Ie. 
JOSEPH H. ATWATER, ofProvidence, R.I. 
GEORGE HUSSEY GIFFORD, of Rhode Island. 

Al\IUEL R. BUFFINTON, of Massachusetts. 
WILLIAM JAOOB, of Ma sachusetts. 
SYBIL NARCISSA JACOB, of Massachusett . 
HENRY T. WOOD, of l\fassachusetts. 

ARREARAGES OF PEXSIOXS. 

Mr. PEELLE. During the call of the tates and Territories for the 
introduction of bills, I submitted 1·esolutions of the State of Indiana 
with reference to the time in which to file applications for pensions 
undet· the arrearages act with the request that it be printed in the REc
ORD. Since the unanimous consent has been given to have printed a 
copy of the same resolution submitted by my colleague [Mr. PEIRCE], 
I will simply ask leave now to present the resolutions of the State and 
ask that they be appropriately referred. 

There wa no objection, and the said resolutions were referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

TAX O:Y COT£0N -TIES. 

lli. MONEY. I ask Ullllnimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD the body of two petitions which I introduced this morning 
through the petition-box, from colored laborers in the c.otton-:fields of 
the South, protesting against the imposition of any increased tax upon 
cotton-ties and bands used in baling cotton; and ask that the same be 
aJso referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
· There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. The peti
tion is a follows: 
To the honorable &nate and House of Representali'lies of the United States: 

The undersigned, oolored laborers in thecotton-fields,andgrowersandplant
ers of that great staple of the South, respectfully but earnestly protest against the 
imposition of any increased tax upon iron ties and bands used in baling cotton. 
They beg to repre ent that any increase of duty as is contemplated will be an 
immediate reduction of the proceeds they now receive from their labors, adding 
direct to the cost of sending their products to a market. They further beg to rep
re ent that the price of cottonhasreachedsolow a figure that it barely affords a 
living margin above the cost of production, and that with any additional imposi
tion by the Government they can not compete with the cheap labor of India and 
Egypt. In the lower Mississippi Valley the cotton crops for the past three years 
have been poor, and with the large production elsewhere the laborers and farm
ers have been made to suffer from lessened returns in the way of cotton and 
lower prices, all of which has reduced them to a condition of poverty and dis
tress. 

In face of these facts the laboring people, and especially the colored race, look 
to the Government for assistance and protection, and earnestly call upon Con
gress to do nothing that may entail upon them additional burdens. 

ROBERTS~. 

l'llr. DEZENDORF, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 7059, a bill (H. R. 7626) 
authorizing a reappraisement of the steam-transport boat Planter cap
tured by Robert Smalls, and for a distribution of proceeds thereof; which 
was read a. :first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPTA:rn J. H. GILLIS. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also, by unanimous consent, from the Comm1ttee 
on Naval Affairs, reported back with a. favorable recommendation the 
joint resolution (H. Res.128) tendering the thanks of Congress to Cap
tain J. H. Gillis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and·, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Ul\'TO:Y l\IETALLIC CARTRIDGE CO:llPANY. 
l\Ir. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Patents, 

reported back the bill (H. R. 7257) for the relief of.the Union Metallic 
Cartridge Company; which was referred to the Committeeofthe Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, 'vith the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

SOLO:MO:Y K. RUGGLES. 
Mr. FULKERSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 

Pensions, reported back the bill (H. R. 4927) granting a. pension to 
Solomon K. Ruggles; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVIDIEXT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
Mr. KING. I ask unanimousconsenttosubmitatthistime, andask 

to have printed in the RECORD and appropriately referred, certain reso
lutions·of the Merchants' Exchange of Saint Louis with reference to 
the improvement of the l\fi.ssissippi River and urging Congress to sus
tain the plans of the Uississippi River Commission in that direction. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Levee and Improve
ments of the Mississippi River. 
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The resolutions are as follows: 

1\lERcHA...'iTS' ExCHANGE OF SAINT Loms, 
• Saint Louis, February 9, 1883. 

DEAR SIR: At a meeting of the board of directors, held this day, the following 
resolutions were unanimously adopted: , 

Whereas the importance to the whole country of continuing the work of the 
improvement of the !l!ississippi River in the interest of cheap transportation is 
a matter of national interest: Therefore, · 

Be it resolved, That the General Assemby of the State ofl\Iissouri be, and is here
by, requested to adopt a joint resolution, in tructing our Senat-ors and requesting 
our Representatives in Congress t.o sustain the plans of the Mississippi River 
Commission, and to further request them to use their best endeavors t.o secll!e 
the appropriations necessary to carry out the recommendations of the coiDIDlS
sion for the next fiscal year. 

Resolved, That the president and secretary of this exchange be, and are hereby, 
instructed to send a copy of these resolutions to the governors and presiding 
officers of the Legislatures of all the States throughout the Mississippi Valley 
and to the boards of trade and similar organizations interested in the successful 
im\)rovement of our Western water ways, and invite their co-operation in such 
actiOn as will unite the influence and power of the States in the valley in sup
port of the river commission, as the be t means whereby cheap transportation 
by water can be obtained. 

Respectfully submitted. 
J. C. EWALD, President. 
GEO. H. MORGAN, Secrela1·y. Attest: 

Hon. J. FLOYD Knw, of Louisiana. 

JAMES A. W ATKIXS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of lllinois, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on llfilitary Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation 
the bill (H. R. 7173) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant the use 
of certain lands at Fortress Monroe, Virginia,, to James A. Watkins for 
the extension of his building; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union,_ and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CHE APEAKE .A..rD OHIO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. D.A. VIS, of illinois, also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 6947, a bill (H. R. 7627) to authorize 

. theChesapeakeandOhioRailwayCompanyto extend its road to apoint 
on the lands of the United States at Fortress Monroe, Virginia,; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be pt'inted. 

N.A.TIOK.A.L BAXK OF WET GREE::\"'VILLE, PESNSYLV.a.NI.A. 

MI. ERUENTROUT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, reportedbaekwith a favorablerecommendation 
the bill (H. R. 7587) changing the name of the First N a.tional Bank of 
West Greenville, Pennsylvania, to the First National Bank of Green
ville, Pennsylvania; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE .ACROSS THE TH.A..:UES IUYER. 

1\Ir. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 7115) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Thames 
River near New London, in the State of Connecticut; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE .A.CRO THE ILLIKOIS RIVEJt. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the illinois River, ex
tending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, Greene County, 
to a point within five miles of Farrowtown., in Calhoun County, in the 
State of illinois; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be p1'int.ed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

l\lr. W .A.S~URN also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 7589) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the l!Iis
souri River at the most accessible point within ten miles below and five 
miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

D. S. CAGE .A.l'."D OTHERS. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent to have the documents pre
sented with the bill which I introduced this morning for the relief of 
D. S. Cage and others, citizens of Louisiana, printed with the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is a very unusual request. 
111r. ELLIS. I have had it done before. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the papers will be ordered 

about to reorganize· desires that its name hall be the same as that of 
the town and the post-office. A similar bill has been unanimously rec
ommended for passage by the Banking and Currency Committee. 

MI. UPSON. I call for the regular order. . 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is in the nat- · 

ure of an objection. 
Mr. MILLER. I understand the call for the regular order is with

drawn. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [1\Ir. UPso~] with-. 

draw the call for the regular order? 
Mr. UPSON. I do not. 

LIGHT ON ROSMER SHOAL. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimouS consent, laid before the House a letter
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmittingapetitionfortheestab
lishment of a light on Rosmer Shoal, in the· lower bay of New York;. 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONTESTED ELECTION-JONES VS. SHELLEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House testimony in the contested
election case of Jones vs. Shelley; which was referred ro the Conimittee
on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

Il\IPROVEME.l"iT OF DETROIT RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre
tary of War to accompany papers in relation to the irllprovement of the
Detroit River at Lime-Kiln Crossing; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

G.A.S FOR LIGHTING BEACONS .AND BUOYS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary
of the Treasury, in response to a House resolution of the 9th instant in, 
regard to the cost of introducing gas for lighting beaeons and buoys; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be· 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being the third Monday-
. 111r. BLANCHARD addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Louisi-
ana rise? 

:Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 
llr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Texas who caJ.led for the · 

regular order withdrew the call in favor of this. bill. · 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas had no right to with--

draw it in favor of any person. 
:Mr. BLANCHARD. He did withdraw it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana is not in. order. 
~1r. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Texas has withdrawn the-

call for the r8ooular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman from Texas whether · 

he withdrew the call for the regular order, and he said he did not. 1 

This being the third llfonday of the month, and the call of States and, 
Territories having been completed, motions may be made to suspend 
the rules, preference being given on the third Monday to committees. ; 

The Committees .on Public Expenditures and on Private Land Claims . 
were called and did not offer motions to suspend the rules. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia was called. 
ENROLLED JOINT BESOLmON SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that· 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu-
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. No. 337) to provide for admission free of· 
duty of articles intended for a special exhibition of machinery, tools, 
implements, apparatus, &c., for the generation and appUcation of elec--
tricity, to be held at Philadelphia by the Franklin Institute. · 

N.ATIOX.A.LTR'CST COYP.A.~TY OF W.A.SHIKGTON, DI:!!TRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 

111r. PEIRCE. I am instructed by the Committee on e District of 
Columbia to report back the bill (H. R. No. 7186) to incorporate The 
National Trust Company of Washington, District of Columbia, and to ~ 
move that the rules be suspended and the bill passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ettacted, &c., That Nathaniel Niles, Alexander Henderson, Ernest Dich- . 

to be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

man, George W. l\Ioss, Samuel E. Middleton, James R. Young, Samuel T. Will- 
iams, Jesse M. Sarvis, George B. :McCartee, and such other persons as may here- 
after be associated with them, and their successors, are hereby constituted a.. 
body corporate under t,.he name of TheN ational Trust Company of Washington,. 

~ and by that name shall have perpetual succession; shall be able to sue and be 
sued, plead and be impleaded, and defend and be defended in all courts of law 
and equity within the United States· may ma.ke and use a common seal; and~ 
the said corporation is hereby vested with all the power and privileges neces
sary to give full force and effect to the purposes of this act. 

N.A.TIOY.A.L B.A::\"K OF WEST GREE}.'"'VIT.LE, PE}.'"NSYLV.ANIA. 

lli. UILLER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for immediate action the billS. No. 2490. It merely strikes out the 
word ''West'' from the name of the First National Bank of West Green
ville, owing to the fact that the same word has been stricke out from the 
name of the town since the organization of the bank. The bank being 

SEC. 2. That the said corporators, or any three of them, shall, within ninety 
days after the passage of this act, organize said company in accordance with the 
provisions of the Revised Statutes of the United States for the District of Col um
bia, chapter 18, class 4; the capital stock of said company being hereby fixed at 
5100,000, with authority t.o increase the same from time to time to the sum of: 
51,000,000, in sucli manner as the company by it by-laws may determine. 
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SEC. 3. That said company shall have power to make all necessary by-laws or 
regulations and appoint all necessary officers for the conduct of its business; to 

_accept, hold, and execute all trusts of real and personal property which may be 
committed to it by any person, corporation, or by order of any court or govern
ment; to aetas agent for the sale, custody, or management of real and personal 
property/· to register or countersign the certificates of stock, bonds, or other evi

-dences o debt, and to act as register or transfer agent for the stocks or bonds 
issued by any person, corporation, or government; to a ct as executor, adminis
trator, or guardian by appointment under a will or by order of a court; to aetas 
the custodian of the estates of lunatics and persons of unsound mind; to receive 
money upon deposit, and to advance money upon the security of real estate, 
personal property, bills, notes, or other security; to receive upon deposit or 
storage merchandise, plate, stocks, bonds, specie, and other property, and to i& 
sue storage or deposit certificates for the same; to guarantee the payment, punct
ual performance, or collection of bills of exchange, notes, contracts, bonds, rents, 
and accotmts. 

SEc. 4. That said company shall be, and is hereby, required to make, to the 
Comptroller of the Currency, and publish all the reports which national banking 
associations are required to make and publish under the provisions of sections 

.5211, 5212, and 5213 of the Revised Statutes, as far as the same may be applicable 
to said company, and said company shall be subjected to the penalties for failure 
to make or publish such reports as are herein provided. -

SEc. 5. That Congress may repeal, alter, or amend this ad. 

1\fr. COBB, Mr. VALENTINE, and Mr. HOL:l'!IAN demanded a sec
. ond on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The-SPEAKER. If there be no objection a second will be considered 
.as ordered. 

Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. COBB objected. 
Tellers were ordered; and Ur. PE:rnCE and 1\fr. CoBB were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were-ayes 79, 

~noes 82. 
So the motion to suspend the rules was not seconded. 

FEES OF PENSIO!i AGENTS. 

Mr. LINDSEY. I am instructed by the Committee on the Payment 
. of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay to move to suspend the rules so as 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7099) to amend the 
·pension laws, and for other purposes, and to pass the same at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &:c., That the act entitled "An act relating to claim agents and 

. attorneys in pension cases," approved June 20, 1878, is hereby repealed. 
SEC. 2. That sections 4768, 4769, and 4786 of the Revised Statut~sare hereby made 

applicable also to all cases filed with the Commissioner of Pensions since June 
:20, 1878, and which have not been heretofore allowed. 

SEc. 3. That section 4785 of the Revised Statutes is hereby re-enact~d and amend
. ed so as to read as follows: 

''SEc. 4785. No agent or att-orney or other person shall demand or receive any 
-other compensation for his services in prosecuting a claim for pension or bounty 
land than such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to be paid him, 
.not exceeding $25; nor shall such agent, atterney, or other person demand or 
•receive such compensation, in whole or in part, until such pension or bounty-
land claim shall be allowed." · 

SEc. 4. That section 4786 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
·read as follows: 

"SEC. 4i86. It shall be the duty of the agent or attorney of record in the prose-
cution of the case to cause to be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions, for his 

. approval, duplicate articles of agreement, without additional cost to the claim

. ant, setting forth the fee agreed upon by the parties, which agreement shall be 
· ~xecuted in the presence of and certified by some officer competent to admin
ister oaths. In all cases where application is made for pension or bounty land, 

.and no agreement is filed with and approved by the Commi.ssioner, as herein 
provided, the fee shall be $10, and no more. .And such articles of agreement as 
have beeil heretofore or may hereafter be filed with the Commissioner of Pen-

' :sions, are not authorized, nor will they be recognized, except in claims for orig
inal pension, claims for increase of pension on account of a new disability not 

:before alleged, in claims for restoration where a pensioner's name has been or 
may hereafter be dropped from the pension-rolls, on testimony taken by a 

· special examiner of this office, showing that the disability or cause of dea'h on 
-aecount of which the pension was allowed did not originate in the line of duty, 
and in cases of dependent relatives whose names have been or may hereafter be 

-dropped from the rolls on like testimony, upon the ground of non-dependence, 
_and in such other cases of difficulty and trouble as the Commissioner of Pensions 
may see fit to recognize them: Prwided, That no greater fee than $10 shall be 
demanded, received, or allowed in any claim for pension the cause of which 

.originated prior to l\larch 4, 1861; nor in any claim for pen.<~ion or bount}' land 
granted by special act of Congress; nor in any claim for increase of pension on 
account of the increase of the disability for which the pension had been allowed: 
Andprooidedfurther, That no fee shall be demanded received, or allowed in any 
claim for arrears of pension or arrears of increase of pension allowed by any act 

.. of Congress passed subsequent to the date of the allowance of the original claims 
•in which such arrears of pension or of increase of pension may be allowed. 
to '~'{~e articles of agreement herein provided for shall be in substance as follows, 

"ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT. 

"Whereas I, --, late a-- in company-·--, of the --regiment of 
--volunteers, war of 1861 (or, if the service be different, here state the same), 
having made application for pension under the laws of the Unit~d States: 

"Now, this agreement witnesseth, that for and in consideration of services done 
and to be done in the premises, I hereby agree to allow my attorney, ----, 
of--, the fee of-- dollars, which shall include all amounts to be paid for 
any service in furtherance of said claim; and said fee shall not be demanded by 
or payable to my said attorney, in whole or in pa\-t, except in case of the grant
ing of my pension by the Commissioner of Pensions, and then the same shall 
be paid to him or them in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved --. 

' Having heretofore paid my said attorney, in part, for his services herein, the 
sum of-- dollars, that amount is to be deducted from the sum above stipu
lated to be paid. 

" (Two witnesses' signatures.) 

· "STATE OF--, 
"County of--, ss: 

"{Claimant's signature.) 

"Be it known that on this, the --day of--, A. D. 188-, personally ap
. peared the above-named--, who, after having bad read over to --, in the 

hearing and presence of the two attesting witnesses, the contents of the foregoing 
articles of agreement, voluntarily signed and acknowledged the same to be-
free act and deed. 

"(Official signature.) 

"And now, to wit, this --day of--, A. D. 188-, I (or we) accept the 
provisions contained in the foregoing articles of agreement., and will, to the best 
of my (or our) ability, endeavor faithfully to represent the interest of the claimant 
in the premises. 

".And I (or we) hereby acknowledge that I (or we) have heretofore received 
from the claimant the sum of-- dollars, and no greater sum, and agree that 
that amount shall be deducted from the sum herein stipulated to be paid. 

"Witness my (or our) hand the day and year first above written. 

"STATE OF--, 
"Coun-ty of--, ss: 

" (Signature of attorney.) 

' ' Personally came--, whom I knowto be the personherepresentshimself 
to be, and who, having signed above acceptance of agreement, acknowledged 
the same to be -- free act and deed. 

"(Official signature.) 

".And if in the adjudication of any claim for pension ln which such articles of 
agreement have been, or may hereafter be, filed, it shallappearthat the claimant 
had, prior to the execution thereof, paid to the attorney any sum for his services 
in such claim, and the amount so paid is not stipulated therein, then every such 
~~~ ~~~ be~n atled~~:mted in the same manner as though no articles of agree-

lli. MATSON. I demand a second of the motion to suspend the 
rules in order that the bill may be explained. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection a second will be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 
Tellers were ordered; and M:r. LINDSEY and Mr. MATSON were ap

pointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were-ayes 

83, noes 80. 
So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded . 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule there will be thirty minutes allowed 

for debate, and thegentlemanfromUaine [Mr. LINDSEY] will berecog
nized to control the fifteen minutes in support of the motion, and the 
gentleman from Indiana [lli. MATSON] the fifteen minutes in oppo
sition to the motion. 

Mr. LINDSEY. I will call for the reading of the report. It sets 
forth very succinctly and clearly, so far as I am able to understand, the 
purpose and object of the bill. 

1\lr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I think there will be no objec
tion to having this report read without the time being taken out of the 
thirty minutes allowed for debate under the rule. This is a very im
portant bill ; the report is not a long one, and I think if the Chair will 
ask for unanimous consent that the report be read and that the debate 
go on afterward there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBIN
SON] asks unanimous consent that the time for reading the report shall 
not be taken out of the time allowed under the rule for debate. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none . 

The report was read, as follows: 
The-Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. 7099) to amend the pension laws, and for other pur
poses, having duly considered the same, submit the following report: 

The law relating to attorneys' fees, now in force (act of June 20, 1878}, prohib
its an attorney from receiving as compensation for prosecuting pension claims 
a higher fee than $10, and permits him to collect the same from the claimant at 
such times as may be agreed upon. 

It was stated and expected by the friends of this measure that its effect would 
be to diminish the number of claims filed, and thus lessen the labors of ihe Pen
sion Office, and also afford more ample protection to claimants for pension from 
the demands of unscrupulous claim agents. But experience has shown that it 
has led to indiscriminate appeals to soldiers throughout the country to file appli
cations for pension, with but little reference to the requirements of the law, the 
object being apparently to make such applications the basis of constant persist
ent appeals to the applicants for the payment of the legal fee of $10. 

Upon this subject the Commissioner of Pensions says, in his annual report to 
the Secretary of the Interior for the year ending June 30, 1881, page 9: 

"That the results of this enactment have been deleterious to the interests of 
claimants and agents alike; to the claimants, in that the abolishment of the con
tingency of success and the removal of the security to the agents has stimu
lated many irresponsible persons, who could be of no possible service to the 
claimants, to invite a general application of soldiers for pensions, regardless of 
disabilities incurred, by which, after filing the claim, they may obtain in ad
vance the legal fee of $10, and thenceforth abandon the claim, thus incnmberincr 
the files of this office and hindering and delaying meritorious claimants; to the 
agents by degrading the profession and bringing into disrepute an otherwise 
legitimate employment." 

Again, he say11 on page 9: 
"I recommend that Congress re-enact the laws in force prior to June 20, 1878J 

upon this subject, and make such provision as will protect the Department ana 
claimants alike from ignorant and useless agents and protect and a ssist well 
informed and useful ones." 

In his annual report for the y ear ending June 30, 1882, page 17, he says : 
"In my last annual report I dwelt at some length upon the subject_ of claim 

agents and attorneys and their fees. Experience fully justifies m e in my opinion 
in all that was said in that report touching this subject, and I wish to r efe r to it 
and make it a part of this. Much time and labor are spent in the prosecution of 
claims by attorneys and agents, who, after years of labor, find themselves con
fined to a fee of $10, and in self-interest resort to subt~rfuges and d ev ious meth
ods to obtain a greater fee from the claimant. I think this office should be re
lieved from the vast amount of annoyance caused by the pe tty prosecution of 
men, perhaps not otherwise dishonest, who find the opportunity offered by the 
receipt of large sums as arrears of pension by their principals to collect from 
them a greater fee than is allowed by the act of June 20, 1878, too great a temp
tation to be borne. Wherever such cases come to my knowledge it is my duty, 
and I have endeavored to discharge it by prosecuting the offender and disbar-
ring him from practice. The offense is often so tri1ling that it is exceedingly 
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-annoying to be compelled to set so much force upon such smn.ll and seemingly 
unimportant outside matters." 

In these views of the Commissioner, so aptly expressed in two successive an
nual reports, your committee fully concur. 

For the correction of these evils the bill in question (H. R. 7099) ha been drawn 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, and was introduced at his sugg~ tion. This 
bill proposes substantially to re-enact the law of July 8, 1870, Statutes at Large, 
volume 16 page 194, as it stood on the 20th of June, 1878, with a few changes and 
.additions, 'intended to make it more effective in its operations, and covers the 
points discussed by the Commissioner in his last annual report (see page 17) , 
where he says: · 

"In my opinion the remedy lies, as I have before recommended, in the substan
tial re-enactment of the law in force at the time said act of June 20, 1878, was 
passed, the salient points to be covered being, first, the establishment of a rea
. son able fee for the claim agent or attorney; second, the agreement therefor t{) 
he by written contract, which, as to amount of the fee, shall be subject to the 
-approval and discretion of the Commissioner of Pensions, and the form to be 
prescribed by him; third, the payment of such fee to be contingent upon the 

:Successful prosecution of the claim; fourth, the payment thereof to be made by 
the pension agent; with such guarded provisions to be enacted as will prevent 
injustice being done claimants whose claims are already on file, where payment 
of some part of the fee has been made in advance, so that the claimant shall 
have the full benefit of such payment. I can not but believe that a well-guarded 
law of this character will attract to the pension practice an honorable and up
right class of attorneys, who can not now afford to undertake the business for 
the fee, and who are unwilling to be annoyed by such employment under the 
restrictions a.s they exist under the present law." 

The present method of collecting the attorney's fee direct from the claimant 
before the case has been successfully closed is found to work great hardship 
upon a large class of pension claimants. 1\Iany of them are now becoming in
fum from age and are limited in their resources; and with their claims once in 
the hands of an unscrupulous and artful attorney, the impression is easily con
veyed to their minds that the only way to secure prompt and favorable action is 
to pay the legal fee at once; and many of them thus influenced deprive them
selves of the comforts of life they so much need in order t{) meet this demand, 
only to find that they have been deceived. The a.gent having seemed all the 
fee he can legally collect, their case is neglected, and their onJy resort is to em
ploy another, with the risk that he too may victimize them again in a similar 
manner. 

Section 3 of this bill renders such practices impo ible without incurring crim
inal liability, as it forbids the payment of any fees than sucll as the Comn1issioner 
of Pensions shall direct to be paid, and precludes the attorney from demanding 
or receiving any compensation until •he pension shall be allowed; and section 
2 revives and re-enacts section 4768 of the Revised Statutes, which providP..s that 
the attorney's fee shall be paid by the agent for paying pensions, who is instructed 
to deduct the amount directed to be paid the agent by the Commissioner from 
the sum due the pensioner upon his first payment. 

Under this bill all correspondence and negotiations between the attorney and 
the claimant in reference to fees is at an end the moment they have executed the 
contracts contemplated and set out in section 4 of this bill, and in cases where 
contracts are not provided, the amount of fee is fixed at $10 in the bill, thus avoid
ing all necessity for negotiations on that subject, as the question is thus taken 
out cf the bands of the parties and disposed of by the language of the bill. 

Your committee are fully satisfied by the statements and recommendations of 
the Commissioner of Pensions, by their own personal observation, and by the 
representations of reliable lawyers who have had experience in practicing be
fore the Pension Office, that $25 is a very reasonable sum to fix as compensation 
for the successful prosecution of an original pension claim, and that in very many 
cases twice that amount would not be too much. They are also well satisfied 
that any less sum will not call into the practice professiolUll men of the standing 
the interests of the service as well as the claimants so imperatively demand. 

One great want of the pension service is the appearance of a body of educated, 
intelligent lawyers of integrity to represent claimants in the prosecution of their 
claims. Such a body of men would lessen the labor and embarrassments of that 
office very materially, and prove of substantial benefit to the claimants, as well 
~an additional safeguard against fraudulent and trilling claims. But the scanty 
fee of $10, as fixed by the present law, is an effectual barrier to such o. consum
mation. 

It is proper to add that the method of paying attorneys' fees proposed by this 
·bill bas been the law in reference to the payment of fees in the matter of arrears 
of pay and bounty since April10, 1869, and has proved eminently satisfactory to 
the Treasury officials under whose jurisdiction such cla.ims are adjudicated, and 
no proposition has ever been made for its modification or change. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. LINDSEY. I now yield five minut-es to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. DROWNE]. 

Mr. BROWNE. In my judgment had the law regulating attorneys' 
fees never been changed there would have been thousands of dollars 
saved to the Treasury and to pension claimants. 

It is said that the present law fixes the maximum fee of pension 
agents or attorneys at 10 for each case. The truth is that in almost 
every case the claimant is compelled to pay or does pay from twenty to 
thirty dollars. It is done in this way: The pension agent or attorney 
sends a circular into the various neighborhoods of the United States and 
obtains the names of all the soldiers that he can :find there. They give 
their names, companies, regiments, places of residence, usually signing 
-their names to petitions asking Congress to pass an equalization bounty 
bill or some other measure in the interest of the soldier. The petitions 
:are returned to the claim agent in this city, under the pretense that they 
are to be sent by him to Congress. He transcribes on his books the list 
of names, &c., and then he may send the petition to Congress. 

He immediately issues a circular to ea~h of these soldiers, asking 
them to state the time and place of their enlistment, how long they 
served, when they were discharged; whether during the time of their 
service they were sick, if so, what was the matter; in what hospitals 
±hey were treated, and, :finally, their present condition of health. Now, 
almost every soldier ·was sick at some time or disabled in some way 
during his service. 

The soldieTS to whom these circulars are sent fill up the blanks and 
return them. Then the agent or attorney sends them a blank appli
cation for a pension, stating that, upon the record which they have 
given, the attorney believes the soldier to be entitled to a pension. A 
-declaration is filled out and returned. 
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That declaration when returned is filed by the agent in the Pension 
Bureau, and he gets an admowledgment that the pension claim has 
been filed and that if any testimony is wanted to support it the agent 
will be notified. The agent then sends the soldier all the correspond
ence and asks him for three or fi\e dollars as a part of the fee allowed 
by law. 

.After a while, when the Pension Office reaches the claim, it calls for 
more evidence, and the pension agent then sends out for the additional 
evidence and asks the payment of another installment of the fee, which 
is paid. From time to time they ask the payment of these fees in in
stallments until they get $10, when, hating all the fee the law author
izes them to receive, they suddenly lose all interest in the further pros
ecution of the claim. 

But suppose the claim to be allowed. Their entire fee has been paid. 
They then organize within themselves another agency or firm of attor
neys, called by some other name, and send out a circular saying to the 
pensioner, "We have been at the Pension Bureau and have discovered 
that you are allowed a pension of $4 or 5 a month. We are satisfied 
from the evidence on file that it is wholly inadequate; and if you will 
send a petition for the increase of your pension we will have it in
creased." The petition is sent; and they go to work until they get $10 
more for prosecuting the claim for an increase. Suppose that claim is 
disallowed? Then another organization within the same body of attor
neys is made, by whom the applicant is informed that they have ex
amined the papers on file in the Pension Office and discovered that the 
claim has been rejected. They knew it had been rejected. They did 
not ascertain it in the Pension Bureau at all. They say, "Your claim 
has been rejected; we have seen the testimony; the claim ought to have 
been allowed. Send a petition to have the case reopened; and we will 
have the case reviewed." The petition is sent; and these agents go on 
and get another $10 from the same claimant, until they have collected 
from $20 to $30 in each case. 

1\Ir. VALENTINE. The gentleman might add that these agents 
collectanother$10when they have a bill introduced here and referred, 
as is done in many cases every Monday. 

Mr. BROWNE. I can not in five minutes undertake to tell all the 
devious ways in which claims are prosecuted by these agents. 

11Ir. VALENTINE. We have those bills lying all around here every 
Monday. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes, sir. When these agents fail in all these ways 
I have described, they then have a bill introduced in Congress andsent 
to a committee; and they get their fee for that. Under the pre8entlaw 
they never stop bleeding the claimant. 

Now, what is the bill? It simply proposes that the fee may be $10 
or may be equal to $25 under particular circumstances; but it is only 
to be paid in the event of the claim being successfully prosecuted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why should not this same law be 
extended to claims for lost horses, &c.? These agents are now claiming 
in some instances 33 per cent. of the amount allowed. 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not know any reason why the law might not 
be extended in that way. But I am talking about this bill as it pre
sents itself to us now; and it can not be amended under the present 
motion to suspend the rules. 

The fact that this little fee- of 10 has been allowed as a maximum fee 
has invited, as the report shows, almost everybody to become claim 
agents-men, women, and children. They are sending out their cir
cularsand undertaking toprosecuteclaims. What is the result? Many 
of these persons, unacquainted with legal proceedings, send to the Pen
sion Bureau papers which are so meager and incoherent in statement 
that the bureau can not act upon them, and consequently is compelled 
from time to time to send out for additional evidence, for more perfect 
statements, more complete details; while if the fee were such as to in
vite into this kind of practice lawyers of ability and integrity there 
would be full and perfect statements made in the beginning. Thus a 
large amount of trouble and expense to the bureau would be avoided 
and the admission of just claims would be fucilitated. The present 
law allowing an unconditional fee has stimulated the introduction of 
had claims-claims filed by the attorney solely for the purpose of getting 
the fee, and with no expectation that they would be allowed. 

1\Ir. LINDSEY. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the residue of my time 
until we have heard from the other side. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, when I demanded a second upon the 
motion to pass this bill I stated that it was done in order that the bill 
mightbeexplained. !remembered thatCongressatonetimehadenacted 
the law under which so many abu es had been committed and the his
tory of which has been so correctly given by my colleague [Mr. BROWNE], 
I thought therefore that a bill undertakirig to deal with this question 
ought to be considered with some care before its passage. 

When the first section ofthe bill was read it attracted my attention, 
because it proposed to repeal the law providing a limitation upon the 
payment of fees to claim agents. My impression was then, and I still 
think that the law referred to provides for overcharging fees and for 
withholding pension-money; and this bill, as I understand, repeals those 
provisions absolutely without any saving clause. If gentlemen of this 
committee can convince me that the effect of this legislation is not to 

' 
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wipe out the penalties for aJl the very grave and erious offenses referred 
to by my collffioaue I will very gladly Tote for the bill. But if that 
objection obtains, I apprehend that no member of the House desires to 
pass a measure which will wipe out all offenses of that kind which haTe 
been committed. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Does not the existing law provide that a party 
receiving any fee before· the claim has been allowed commits a criminal 
offense? 

l'l:lr. MATSON. I desire to have it understood that this bill contains 
a provision declaring "that the aetrelatingtoclaim agents and attorneys 
in pension ca es, approved J nne 20, 1878, is hereby repealed. '' There 
is no saving clause. There is nothing to save the prosecutions which 
are pending or to ·provide that t.hese offenses may be prosecuted here
after, whether the parties have been indicted or not. If this bill does 
not have that effect, I have no sort of objection to it. 

:Mr. BROWNE. If it has that effect, I object to it. 
. l'l~. JOYCE. Does the gentleman suppose the repeal of this law 

would stop the prosecutions which had already been commenced, and 
would oondone the offenses committed under the present law? 

Mr. MATSON. If these offenses were prescribed and the penalties 
fixed by the law you repeal, there could be no prosecution. 

Mr. BROWNE. · There would be no law under which they could be 
prosecuted. 

Mr. MATSO~. I yield for five minutes to the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. BRAGG], and then the balance of my time to the gentle
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

lli. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I am hardly in condition to present to 
the House my views of this bill, but as well as I may be able, suffering 
under the infirmities I do this morning, I will endeavor to do so. 

I desire to call the attention of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] particularly to the history of that class of vagabond claim 
agents who e operations he has described. They have been for years 
gatheringuppension claims, which are now :filed in the Pension Office. 
They have year after year bled the pension claimant, under one pretext 
or another, until they have bled nearly all the blood from his body. And 
now, having secured and having in their possession two hundred, three 
hundred, perhaps four hundred thousand claims pending in the Pension 
Office, they come here to Congress and ask Congress, in order to ha\e 
respectable men enter into the business, to pass a law so they can get 
$25 more. That is all there is in this bill. 

Mr. JOYCE. There is a clause in the bill which expressly prohibits 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. BRAGG. The clause in the bill is a humbug, because before this 
bill shall have become a law the pension agents in this city will do pre
cisely what they did when the other bill was passed repealing t.he iees 
and reserving only the rights of contracts; they sent immediately all 
over the country a blank form of contract, accompanied by telegraphic 
notice, business could not further proceed unless they had a contract 
signed, and there came back a large number, a good many thousand 
contracts, securing those who were to get pensions by a contract when 
they had nothing to do, and the party receiving the bounty-land war
rant came back giving them 25 in addition. That information I ha\e 
from the Pension Office itself. 

And while this act may seem to apply to cases in jttturo it does not. 
But it applies to every case in which a decision is not now made, and 
that class of respectable persons who will enter into this business are to 
be the attorneys of the cases. 

These agents proceed on the theory, and I presume the Commissioner 
of Pensions proceeds on the same theory, and I regret it because I es
teem him highly as a soldier and a man, that this pension business as 
a business is to "last for all time to come. It is never to end. We are 
building an immense palace down here and we are to keep the thing 
going. I was in hope that the pension business might have an end some 
time or other, but they seem to be acting on the principle of the En
glishman who bought a sugar-bush and said he was going to make sugar, 
and if he found the thing profitable he was going to keep it running all 
summer. [Laughter.] Now, that is what these men propose to do. 
We have haifa million to a million of claimants. We have haifa mill
ion already on file. This bill extends to all of them, and seems to 
make provision to pay $25 to everybody who can invite one to come 
in and make a claim, and if he pays enough to make proof of the 
claim. 

Now, in my judgment, l'llr. Speaker, there ought not to be a cent al
lowed. There should be no such thing as a pension agent or claim agent 
for a pension. Every soldier who is entitled to a pension, who can tell 
the truth, can go before a magistrate and draw up his statement and 
take the statement of his comrades, put it into good plain English, and 
by paying half a dollar to a magistrate can get all the proof he wants. 
What do the e fellows do? They manufacture the skeleton in the first 
place, for which they draw $10. They send a man his papers, telling 
him all he has to do is to get his member of Congress to run the thing 
through. 

Several ~fE:'!IBEBS. That is so. 
Mr. BRAGG. I say the whole thing should be cutoff. They should 

not have a cent. Every honest soldier who is entitled to a pension can 
go to a county town or a village and say to one of hi friend I am en-

titled to a pension and I wish you to it down and draw up my affi
davit. He can ha\e it drawn up and send it on, and if n ce8sary he c..m 
secure the affidavit of his comrades. Notice is given to his comrades to 
appear before another magistrate and make afficlant. Yon thus get 
1id of the objection to having machine affidavit , drawn in the amesec
tion of the country, being all drawn in the same language, written in 
the same handwriting, and sworn to before the same notary public. I 
hope this bill will not pa s. 

Mr. l'liATSON. I yield now fi\e minute to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. 'WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. )1r. Speaker, I do not suppo e that I hall occupy 
that much time; but I wish to call the attention of this House very 
briefly to some facts in connection with this pension business, and also 
to a condition of things which ought to be removed before we pass such 
a bill as this. With much, if not with all, that has been stated by 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on ln\alid Pensions on 
my right I most heartily agree. I will go as far as any gentleman upon 
this floor in securing the passage of a law that will bring to these cases 
a class of reliable, intelligent, honorable claim agents and attorneys; and 
I agree with him that under the present law large fees have been obtained, 
and will be in future by indirection, in the methods that have been 
suggested and pointed out to the House by him. 

Mr. Speaker, what does this bill propo e? Does it propose to get 
rid of or to do away with that class of attorneys? Its sim:>le proposi
tion is to increase the fees that attorneys already engaged in this busi
ness may be able to secure from such cla:j.mants before the Pension 
Department. 

I wish briefly to call attention to a state of fact that ought to be 
corrected before these fees are allowed to be enlarged. Only a few 
months ago a resolution of inquiry was ent from this House in regard 
to the standing and character of the claim agents of the city of Wash
ington. A response has been made to that resolution, and is now on 
the ftles of th~ House. In that response, made by the Commissioner of 
Pensions, it appears that there were four or :five hundred men purporting 
to be claim agents who were unknown to this city, whose names and 
residence can not be secured. Among those who did give replies to 
the interrogatories a number were found to be rag-pickers; others were 
employes in the Pension Department-men who were engaged in other 
official po itions, and who were unauthorized by law to attend to such 
claims. In my own city a few days ago I made inquiry as to the names 
of certain agents there, and was sent in response a list of thirty-eight 
names of men, twenty of whom, although I ha\e been living in that 
district for over thirty-five years, I never knew or heard of until this 
list of names was sent to me from the office by the Commissioner of 
Pensions. · 

Now, what we want to do, and wlllt.t I regard as the proper legis
lation, and I base introduced a bill for that purpose, is to eliminate 
from this list of agents the fictitious and assumed names that are here 
standing at the bar of the Pension Department claiming to represent 
these pensioners, whereas they have no residence, no occupation, no 
respectable standing in the community, and even as I have shown who e 
names in thousands of instances are fictitious. I hope, therefore, Ur. 
Speaker, before we undertake to increase the fees of attorneys, that we 
will see to it, as by the bill to which I have already referred and which 
I will ask to print with my remarks, that there shall be more satisfac
tmy endence before the Commissioner of the reputable character and 
re ponsibili ~ of the men engaged in this business before he will per
mit them to practice before that office in the prosecution of such claim . 

The bill referred to by Mr. WILLIS is as follows: 

Be it en.aded, &c., That all claim agents., attorneys, or other persons engaged in 
the collection of claims for pay, bounty, pension, or other allowances for any 
soldier, sailor, or marine, or for any commissioned officer of the military or naval 
forces, or who may have been a soldier, marine, or officer of the regular or vol
unteer forces of the United States, shall, within sixty days after the pa sage of 
this act, file in the Bureau of Pensions, or in that bureau or department which 
has jurisdiction of said claims, a statement in writing, duly attested by some offi
cer of the United States, containing their full names, both Christian and surname; 
or, if doing business as a firm, the full name of each member thereof, the loca
tion of their place of business, giving street and number of both residence and 
place of business; and, if a firm, giving the residence and place of business or 
each member thereof, with the length of said residence; and they shall al o. 
state their business, occupation, or profession, if any, other than the prosecution 
of pension and bounty claims. 

SEc. 2. That said agents and attorneys as aforesaid shall at the same time and 
place file the certificate of the presiding judge of a court of record, State or Fed
eral, that they are persons of honesty, probity, and good demeanor. 

SEc. 3. That any person failing or refusing to comply with the provisions of 
section 1 of this act within the time herein prescribed shall thereafter and dur
ing said failure or refusal be disbarred from prosecuting pension or other claims 
herein described; and any one assuming a fictitious name, or personating an
other in the prosecution of said claims1 orwillfullymisstating the name, residence, 
occupation, or other facts required m said section 1, shall upon conviction be 
punished by fine not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment not exceeding six 
months, or both, at the descretion of the court, and shall forever be disbarred 
from practice in any court, bureau, or department of the United States. 

:Ur. :UATSO~. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. S):{ITH]. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has ex
pired. 

lli. 1\IATSON. I did not think that all of the time had been occu
pied. 
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The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes have been occupied in opposition. 
Mr. J.IA.TSON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 

from New York be heard. 
The SPEAKER. What length of time? 
Mr. MATSO~. For five minutes. 
Mr. Sl\UTH, of New York. One minute is all I d ire. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. SMITH, of New York. I may not occupy more than one-half a 

minute. I only want to say a word in reference to this bill. I have 
not as yet read it with much care; but it has come constantly before me 
in the councils of this House, and I must say from what I understand 
in regard to it that I most sincerely protest against its passage. I do 
not think it is in the interest of the soldier. I think it is rather to the 
detriment of the soldier, while I believe that it gives the claim agenta 
start of $25 instead of $10.• It does not change his character; and I 
do believe that under it there will be simply as much deviltry as before, 
if not a little more of it. Therefore I protest against the bill. 

Mr. LINDSEY. How much time Tcmains in advocacy of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 
:Mr. LINDSEY. I yield five minutes to my friend from Vermont 

[Ur. JOYCE]. 
Ur. JOYCE. Mr. Speaker I shall say butTery few words in regard 

to this bill. It is a bill which was drawn by the Commissioner of Pen
sions after he had himself carefully investigated this whole subject in 
the light of the experience he has had while presiding over the Pen
sion Bureau. The bill was sent to me by the Commissioner of Pensions 
forme to introduce and have referred to the committee over which I 
preside. I did so, and after a careful examination or" all of the features 
of the bill by the committee, it was reported favorably. The law of 
1870 was nearly in the same terms as this bill. That law protided as 
this bill does that the soldier should make a contract with the agent 
who pro ecuted his pension claim, and right here I wish to say a word in 
regard towha.twasstated bythegentlemanfrom Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

Now, eTerylawyer, every man on this floor knows that the neighbors 
of these soldiers can not spend the time, even if they have the knowl
edge, to prepare the papers in oTder to obtain pensions for these appli
cants without any compensation for the service. 

These affidavits that are taken in these pension cases must be taken 
by men who have legal knowledge sufficient to know how to do it, or 
you never could get a pension claim through the Pension Office. You 
go to the Pension Bureau and look at the testimony taken in these pen
sion cases and you see how informal, how uncertain, how mixed-up it 
is in a great many of them, because the affidavits were drawn and the 
cases prepared by men who knew nothing about how to do it. 

Now, the object of this bill is to protect the soldier, to protect the 
pensioner, to protect the claimant. That is the object of the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment for 
a question? 

.Mr. JOYCE. I have but a minute remaining. 
Ur. CALKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question about a 

matter, his answer to which, if satisfactory, may probably get a great 
many votes for his bill; if otherwise, it probably will not. 

Mr. JOYCE. I will hear the gentleman's question. 
Mr. CALKINS, I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 

Vermont to the faet that section 5485 of the Revised Statutes provides 
the penalty and mode of prosecution for all pen;ons who violate the 
present lawwith reference to pensions. Now, that section in terms re
fers to the title pertaining to pensions; and if you pass this act now and 
it is not within the saving clause provided by section 13, I want to ask 
the gentleman whether or not there is any penalty that these men are 
. ubjected to for violating the provisions of this section? 

Mr. JOYCE. I will say in answer to the gentleman from Indiana, I 
have no doubt my friend and colleague on the committee who moved 
to suspend the rules and pass this bill will be perfectly willing to agree 
to have any amendment made to the bill if there is any loop-hole in it 
anywhere that will allow anybody to e: eape punishment for an offense 
he has committed. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Uassachu etts. Will my friend allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Ur. JOYCE. Certainly. 
:Mr. ROBINSO~, of :Massachusetts. What I would like to know is 

this: If a. claim agent lk'lS in his hands 10,000 claims at the present 
time-and that is not an overstatement of what many of them have
and the limit of the fee is raised from $10 to $25, he will get on the al
lowance of those claims an additional profit of $15 apiece. Multiply 
that by 10,000 and it will be seen this bill will give that attornEiy 
$150,000, which is a fortune for any man to get. 

A MEMBER. And that on claims now pending. 
Ur. JOYCE. That may be an argument on the bill, but is not a ques

tion and does not call for any answer. 
The last clause of the bill protides that-

If, in the adjudication of any claim for pension in which such articles of agree
ment have been or may hereafter be filed it shall appear that the claimant had, 
prior to the execution thereof, paid to the attorney any sum for his sen-ices in 
f;UCh claim. and the amount so paid is not stipulated therein-

That is, in the contract., then it shall be taken out. 

A I was going on to say when I was intem1pted, this bill is virtu
ally to bring back and restore the law of 1870, and it provides that in 
all the e pen ion cases a contract may be made between the claimant 
and the pension agent, a copy of it placed--

[Here the hammer fell.] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ~Iaine [J..U:. Ln.-n,gEY] has 

three minutes of his time remaining. 
Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to suggest 

that the committee agree there may be added to the end of the bill this 
proviso: 

Provided, This act shall only apply to claim. to be llereafter filed and prose
cuted. 

Mr. TOWXSE:ND, of Ohio. That is right; the gentleman had better 
accept that. 

J.IT. LINDSEY. I propose as an amendment what I end to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not subject to amendment. 
:Ur. TOWNSE}.."'D, of Ohio. It may be amended by unanimous con-

sent. 
~IT. L:DTDSEY. I ask unanimous consent. 
Mr. BRAGG. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is ma.de. Does the gentleman from Maine 

desire to be further heard? 
'Mr. LINDSEY. No, sir; I call for a Tote. 
The question being taken, the Speaker stated that in the opinion of 

the Chair two-thirds had not voted in the affirmative. 
J.IT. BROWNE. Let us have a division. 
Mr. BRAGG. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. ROBIN 0~, of Massachusetts. I uggest to the gentleman from 

Wi cousin not to occupy time by calling for the yeas and nays. 
]lfr. BROWNE. I 'vill withdraw my call for a division. 
Mr. BRAGG. And I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 
lli. ATHERTO~. I renew it. 
Mr. BROWNE. The Chair having announced that the necessary 

two-thirds had not voted in the affirmative, if a division is not insisted 
on I think gentlemen will not call for the yea ancl nays unless they 
want to consume the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that in the opinion of the 
Chair two-thirds had· not Toted in favor of the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. The Chair now understands the demand for a 
division is withdrawn and the demand for the yeas and nays to be with
drawn. The Chair therefore declares the motion to be lost. 

V.ACC~E VIRU. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM. I am instructed bytheSelectCommitteeon the 
Public Health to move that the rules he suspended, thatthe Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 1004) for the distribution of pure 
vaccine virus to the people, and that the same be passed, with the amend
ment recommended by the Committee on the Public Health. 

The Clerk read the bill, as proposed to be amended, as follows: 
Be it enact-ed, &c., That theN ational Board of Health be, and is hereby, directed 

to obtain pure vaccine virus and to furni hit to all Stateandmunicipal authori
ties, boards of health, and regularly-licensed physicians at cost price, prov-ided 
that the same shall be "distributed bythemgratuitou ly, or at not exceeding said 
cost, the same lobe designated as pure by the certificate of said National Board 
of Health; and for that purpose the sum. ofS15,000, or so much thereof as maybe 
necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated; and the proceeds of the sales of said virus shall be paid into 
the Treasury by said Board of Health quarterly. 

lli. ELLIS. Where does this bill come from? 
The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules :iJ made by in

struction of the Committee on Public Health. 
Ur. ELLIS. I demand a second of the motion to suspend the rules. 
Ur. V A.:.'T AER.!.'T.A.M. The committee recommend that the bill be 

passed with the amendment which has been interlined. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [J.IT. VAN AER

N ..ur] moves to suspend the rules so as to take from the Calendar and 
pass the Senate bill with the amendment which has been indicated. 

Mr. ELLIS. Is it in order to amend the bill? 
The SPEAK~R. It is in order to move to suspend the rules and 

pass the bill with an amendment or amendments; but only suchasare: 
included in the motion to suspend. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read as follows: 
Strike out the "Words "persons applying for it at cost price" and insert in lieu 

thereof tlle words "state and municipal authorities, boards of health, and reg
ularly-licensed physicians at cost price: Provided, That the same shall be dis
tributed by them gratuitously or at not exceeding cost price. 

Mr. ELLIS. I demand a second of the motion to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the second will be con

, idered as ordered. 
J.fr. ELLIS. I object to that. 
Tellers were ordered, and :Mr. V .A~ AERX.AJI and Mr. ELLIS were 

appointed. 
The House diY:ided; and the tellers reported that there were-ayes 

48, noes 54. 
So (no further count being called for) the motion to uspend the rules 

was not seconded. 
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ADDITIONAL ACCOJil\IODATIO~ FOR CO~GRESSIONAL LIBRABY. If the colll.llli....<;Sioners see fit to er~t the building iB this way there 
111r. RICE, of Massachusetts. I am instructed by the Select Com- will still remain opportunity infutureyears to add the sides of the build

mittee on Additional Accommodations for Congressional Library to ing as shown in t'he plan, so that ultimately the entire building as rep-
. ( ) h . . resented in the plan may be erected when the needs of the country shall 

move to suspend the rules and pass the bill H. R. 3843 aut onzmg demand it and when Congress shall deem proper t~ authorize it. But 
the construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congres- for the present the construction of only the central section of the build-
sional Library, with the amendments reported fi·om the committee. ing as shown in the plan is contemplated, and the expenseofthewhole 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read, a follows: is limited to a million and a half of dollars, which the Architect of the 
Be it enacted, &c., Thatafire-proofbuilding for theacco=odationofthe Con- Capitol has certified to me he deems sufficient to erect the building. 

gressional Library shall be erected on such site on any one of the Government So that the purpose of the present bill is, and it is so stated and limited reservations in the city of Washington as maybe selected for the purpose by a 
commission composed of the Secretary of the Interior, the Architect of the Cap- in the bill~ to erect on a Government reservation a building sufficient to 
ito I, and the Librarian of Congress, subject to the approval of the President. aecommodate the library for the present, which can be built, and which 

SEc. 2. That said building shall be erected in accordance with the plan of John the bill requires shall be built, for a million and a half of dollars. In 
L. Smithmeyer, architect, adopted by the Committee to Provide Additional Ac-
commodations for the Con,OTessional Library, in the Italian renaissance style of this way the committee has conformed to tlJ.e instructions of the House. 
architecture; but only so much of the building represented by said plan shall In this way we propose to provide the much-needed accommodations 
be erected under this act as will be sufficient to acco=odate the Library for the ~ h L"b h t ll · f b ks d t d to h G present and for a reasonable time to come. It shall be erected under the super- .10r t e 1 rary, SO t a CO ections 0 00 ona e t e overnment 
vision of the Secretary of the Interior, the Architect of the Capitol, and the Li- may not be deposited in subterranean vaults where they can not be seen, 
brarian of Congress, who shall decide how much, and what sections ofthe build- but may have some convenient place of deposit where they can be used 
ing represented by the above plan, shall be erected under this act. .And said b th bli fi h b efit th d · ed 
commission are authorized and directed to procure the necessary supervision Y e pu c, or W ose en ey are esign · 
and labor, and to make contracts for the construction thereof. And the sum of I do not wish to discuSs the bill further. I have stated what it pro
$500,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise poses. I hope the House will vote for it. I reserre the remainder of 
appropriated, to commence the construction of said building; and the moneys ti 
appropriated for said building shall be disbursed by the Secretary of the Inte- my me. 
rior, upon vouchers approved by the commission. The entire cost ofthe build- ~Ir. HOL~IAK. I yield fixe minute to the gentleman from Georgia 
ing to be constructed under this act shall not exceed $1,500,000. [1\fr. BLOUNT]. 

SEo. 3. That the site selected shall be of sufficient capacity for future additions ~Ir. BLOUNT. 1\Ir. Speaker, the House will bear in mind that when for the further accommodation of the Library; it shall be set out by proper 
metes and bounds, and a descript~on thereof shall be made and filed in the Li- this subject was under consideration here several weeks ago the bill 
brary of Congress signed by the members of the commission and approved by reported by the committee W""' amended byaddingaproVIS· 1"onlimi·ting 
the President, and after said filing said site and lands shall be forever set apart """ 
and appropriated to the uses of the Library. the expenditure to $2,000,000 for the whole building; and the House 

SEc. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall annually report to Congress, then recommitted the bill with the instruction that the committee hav
at the commencement of each session, a detailed statement of all proceedings ing the subject in charge should report a measure providing for the lo
under the provisions of this act. cation of the structure on some portion of the public grounds. The 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the clear idea of the House at that time (for it had by vote limited the ex-
rules. penditure' to $2,000,000) was that the committee should report a bill 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the second will be consid- containing this limitation, as well as a provision for locating the blrild-
ered as ordered. ing on t:Qe public grounds. The proposition now before us does direct , 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. the erection of the building upon grounds owned by the Government, 
Tellers were ordered; and l\Ir. RicE, of Massachusett , and Mr. HoL- but at the same time provides, according to the statement of the gen-

MAN were appointed. tlemen in charge of this matter, for a building which it is estimated will 
The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were-ayes cost $4,000,000. 

105, noes 39. I need hardly state what is known to every gentleman on this floor 
So (no further count being calledfor) the motion to suspend the rules that the estimates ofthe cost of buildings erected by the Government 

was seconded. have not generally been verified upon the completion of the buildings; 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mas- but on the contrary the actual cost has gone sometimes 25 per cent., 50 

sachusetts [Mr. RICE] to control the :fifteen minutes' time in favor of per cent., or 100 per cent. beyond the estimates. We have generally 
the motion submitted by him. · been deceived by estimates of this kind. Therefore let us not assume 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The committee recommend as a sub- that this estimate of 4,000,000 is to be conclusive as to the co tof this 
stitute for the original bill an amendment consisting of four sections. building. 
The first section provides for the erection of a library building on any 1\Ir. RICE, of Massachusetts. Will my friend allow me--
0ne of the Government reservations in the city of Washington, the site 1\Ir. BLOUNT. I have but five minutes. 
to be selected by a commission composed of the Secretary of the In- 1r. RICE, of Massachusetts. The estimate for this building is only 
terior, the Architect of the Capitol, and the Librarian of Congress, a million and a half of dollars. 
subject to the approval of the President. Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman wishes to answer me, let him do o 

By the provisions of that section the committee avoid all the criti- in his own time. 
cisms and objections made during the previous debates on the original Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I only wanted to correct a mistake of 
bill to any site to be bought of any one and to any expenditure of Gov- the gentleman 
ernment money for the purchase of a site, and have left the selection of l\1r. BLOUNT. If you "Will take the floor and do it in your own time, 
a suitable site to a commission composed of the officers named in the I have no objection. 
bill. Mr. Speaker, the proposition here is ·to commence the construction 

The second section provides that the building shall be erected in sec- of the building with an appropriation of $500,000, with authority to 
tions in accordance with the plan and drawing which is now in front contract now for the expenditure of a sum not exceeding a million and 
of the Reporters' desk, and which is in accordance with the plan orig- a half for a part of the building. 
inally presented by the committee. If gentlemen will examine that But, sir, even if the completed building were not to cost under this 
original plan and then the plan at the left, they will see that the cen- bill in its present shape more than one million and a half of dollars, 
tral portion of the building can now be erected in the manner there · we know with what zeal this matter has been pressed, and if the bill 
indicated.. should.pass the House in its present shape we have no assurance that it 

l\lr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the plan and specification con- will not come back here with provisions increasing the present expendi
template that the cost of the entire buildingwhen completed shall not ture. The disagreement of the two Houses may go to a committee of 
exceed a million and a half of dollars? conference, and we shall perhaps be called upon to vote upon the con-

1\Ir. RICE, of Massachusetts. The entire cost of the building to be ference report with not five minutes' discussion. 
erected under this bill is not to exceed one and a half million dollars. We are reaching the closing hours of this session. I do not ee any 

Ur. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I know the bill limits it to that emergency which will hot permit this measure to go over until we may 
amount; but I want to know if the specification and plan of the Archi- have opportunity to consider it fairly and fully-not in the method by 
teet limit it to that. which my friend from Massachusetts proposes that it shall be passed 

Mr. RICE, of M:assachusetts. I have the opinion of the Architect of now. I do not believe there is any present pressure upon the Library 
the Capitol that it can be built for one and a half millions of dollars. demanding that we shall in this hasty way involve the Government in 
The building proposed to be now con.Structed will comprise the central an expenditure which may be $4,000,000 or possibly $8,000,000. There 
reading-room, as shown upon the plan, with corridors radiating there- is no subject upon which Congress has been more frequently deceived 
from .to the outside brick walls, which outside brick walls may here- than in undertaking to anticipate the cost of public buildings all over 
after be used for partition-walls and openings cut through them to any the country. I trust that the House will refuse to suspend the rules 
additions it may be necessary to make in future years. in order to pass this bill. 

It is the opinion of the Librarian of Congress that the building now 1\lr. RANDALL. :Mr. Speaker, I am unwilling to delegate to any 
contemplated will be sufficient for the use of the library· for fifteen or three gentlemen the power beyond the discretion of Congress to select 
twenty years to come. It will not afford the large accommodations for a site for this proposed building. I believe that the building when com
museum and art purposes which were eontemplated by the original pleted will not cost less thanfour or fivemilliondollars. Itsadvocates 
plan of the building, but it will afford ample accommodations for the admit that the expenditure may be $4,000,000. The instruction of 
Library of Congress for fifteen or-twenty years to come. the House to the committee, as has been statoo by the gentleman from 

• 
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Georgia [Mr. BLOU.XT], was that the expenditure for this building 
hould be limited to $2,000,000 an instruction which has been utterly 

disregarded by the committee. 
But, sir, in addition to that, I do not consider this the right Wfi.Y to 

pass uch a bill, without the opportunity for full discussion and with 
every chance ab. olutely cut off for proposing any amendment which 
may be suggested during the brief discussion of the question. 

In my judgment it will be time enough when the new Congress con
venes next December for us to mature a plan for a library building, if 
a new building be required. This bill makes an immediate expendi
ture of half a million dollars and involves us in a contract which may 
require a further appropriation by the coming Congress to the extent 
of three and a half or four and a half million dollars. I think such a 
step hould not be taken in this manner at the heel of the session with
out opportunity for that deliberation which the question ought to receh·e. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the fact that 
if this bill should pass the chances are at least equal that an appropria
tion of $1,000,000 for this purpose will come in the deficiency bill for 

' the next fiscal year. Although theimmediateexpendituremadebythe 
bill is only half a million dollars, it will be entirely within the power 
of the gentlemen who are to provide for the construction of the build
ing to commit the Government to contracts to the amount of one mill
ion and a half of dollars, involving a million of dollars in the way of a 
deficiency for the next fiscal year. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two objections which I think should 
e pecially an-est the attention of the House. This Library is designed, 
in part at least, and I may say mainly, for Congress. 

This library was designed in its inception, Mr. Speaker, as a means 
to furnish necessary information to members of Congress. Now, by this 
bill, not only the extraordinary power mentioned by my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is granted, the power to fix the site of 
the building is not only confided to the three gentlemen who are 
named, but also the extent to which they shall proceed in the con-
truction of the building. As to the location of the building or the 

extent they shall go in its construction, there is no limitation on the power 
of the gentlemen named in the bill, the Architect of the Capitol, the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the Librarian of Congress, except, as to 
lhe site of the building, it is to be subject to the approval of the Pres
ident. Now, is this Congress willing to leave it to these three gentle
men to determine where the building shall be located, and especially 
when it is not contemplated by the measure it shall be .finished for 
the u e of members of Congress in accordance with the original purpose 
for which this Library of Congress was designed, namely, to afford infor
mation to members of Congress in the course of their legislative duties? 

For one, Mr. Speaker, I am not willing to confer any such power on 
these gentlemen. Nor am I willing by my vote to allow a deception, 
not intentional but nevertheless inevitably involved in this bill, a de
ception to be practiced in the passage of this measure, for this building, 
as gentlemen must know, on the Smithmeyer plan, must at the lowest 
rate cost 4,000,000. Yet there is a limit provided here of one million 
and a half of dollars. My friend from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES], a member 
of the Committee on the Library, has reported to this House this plan 
at the lowest rate will cost $4,000,000. The other plan, by the .same 
architect, involved an expenditure of $8,000,000. 

Butconcedethatthe 4,000,000plan beadopted. Youha>e declared in 
this House deliberately byyourvotesthat a building costing 2,000,000 
is su.fficient. Your committee pays no attention to that action of the 
House, and now reports a bill proposing to build upon a plan costing 
$4,000,000, and limits the cost of the portion of the building· to be con-

• structed to one million and a half, appropriating half a million for the 
coming .fiscal year. . · 

The Senate, of course, will strike out that limit.:'ltion, and you, gen
tlemen, will vote for or ~o-a.inst this amendmentwith:fuatunderstand
ing, that the Senate will strike out the limitation of one million and 
a half and insert the limitation of the last bill which you referred 
back to the Committee on the Library, of $4,000,000. It will then 
come back to you through the report of a conference committee in the 
last moments of the ession. You can not then expect a proper consid
eration of the measure. If it shall become the law, it will ultimately 
do so through the action of three conferees of the House and three con
ferees of the Senate, withoutany opportunity on the partoftheSenate 
or the House to give the measure that careful and fair consideration 
which it deserve . I am therefore gentlemen, on that ground, oppo ed 
to this measure. · 

But there is another fact I desire especially to call to the attention of 
this House. If not in this, it has been stated in the other branch of 
Congress, that the American Library Aasociation favored this plan. I 
regret I have not the proceedings of that a ociation, one of the most 
respectable in the United States, before me at this time so I might refer 
to them. But instead of favoring this plan, the American Library 
Association has condemned it in three successi>e annual conventions. 
They have condemned the Smithmeyer plan as not adapted to such a 
library as this Government requires. I receiYed a letter from a member 
of that association, although not able to produce it before the House at 
this moment, from a librarian of Chicago, calling attention to the fu.ct 
that that association has- twice, if not three time8, at it annual con-

ventions condemned this plan as wholly inapplicable to what Congress 
recommended, as wholly inappropriate, and opposing it in every one of 
its details, stating furthermore that a building co ting '2,000,000 would 
answer all purposes. I know of no more respectable body in the country 
to furnish information to Congress than that American Library Associ
ation, composed as it is of gentlemen connected with great public libra
ries in the country. For these reason I hope the House will refuse to 
pass the pending bill. 

.Mr. RICE, of 1\Iassachusetts. I yield mo minutes to the gentleman 
from Wi consin [Mr. HmiPHREY] .. 

1\Ir .. HUl\IPHREY. I desire, 1\Ir. Speaker, to au wer one objection 
stated by the gentleman from Georgia [1\Ir. BLouxT].. He said we will 
have a building that will co t "4,000,000 in the end, although this bill 
provides it shall not cost mm·e than 2,000,000; yet that it will be so 
constmcted it can be added to hereafter. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia whether prudence would not dictate that in constructing 
this building it should be put up in such way if it should become nec
essary to enlarge it hereafter we can do it? Would he have it so con
structed that that enlargement would ha>e to be done at very great 
expense? 

~Ir. BLOUNT. My friend misunderstood me. I did not say it weuld 
cost more than 2,000,000, but what I did say was that I understood 
the estimate calls for $4,000,000. 

1\Ir. RICE, of Massachusetts. The estimate is not for $4,000,000. 
1\Ir. HUl\IPHREY. Itisnot 4,000,000, butasihavealreadystated 

the estimate for completing it is '2,000,000. 
1\Ir. BLOUNT. One million and a half is the estimate for putting up a 

portion of the building. 
1\Ir. HUMPHREY. I beg your pardon, 2,000,000 is the estimate 

for completing the building. The plan which we have before us shows 
the center of the building. This is a new plan, and the whole cost is 
not to exceed $2,000,000. 

But I wish to call the attention of the House to another point which 
should be taken into consideration in connection with this matter. 
You art now erecting in Judiciary Square a building for the use of the 
Pension Department which I believe you know nothing whatever 
about. There is not a member here perhaps that knows how it came to 
.find a location on thatspot; you do not know its plan; you do not know 
what it is to cost perhaps. Here you have an opportunity to judge 
for yourselves. A plan is presented for your inspection; the cost is 
gi>en to you absolutely in dollars and cents; you know that it will cost 
a million and a half of dollars. There is hardly a member he.re who, 
if he had known that this pension building was to be erected here on 
Judiciary Square, would not probably have voted against it. But we 
say in the present instance that this is to be completed in every partic
ular; the location of it is prescribed; and if in thefutureitshall become 
necessary it is so arranged that you can add to it so as to a-ccommodate 
the interests of the Government in future years: In the mean time 
the building is to be entirely completed as far as the needs of a library 
are concerned for the purposes of this Government for the next .fifteen 
or twenty years. 

Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, it seems to me that under such circumstances we 
have followed the direction of the House and our instructions to the 
most complete and minute extent. The gentleman from Georgia says 
that we have not; but I appeal to this House to say if we have not fol
lowed it to the letter. 

Mr. RA.i'lDALL. The instructions ha>e been disobeyed as to the 
amount. 

111r. HUMPHREY. I beg pardon; in what particular? 
1\Ir. RANDALL. Four millions of dollars has been reported-
Mr. HUMPHREY. This provides for one and a half millions of dollars. 
l\Ir. RANDALL. But you make no allowance for the cost of the 

ground. 
1\Ir. HUMPHREY. There is nothing whatever behind this bill. 

This building is to cost one and one-half millions of dollars, and no 
more. If you desire hereafter to add to it you can do so. 

l\Ir. R~'lDALL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
111r. IIUl\IPHREY. Yes, sir. 
~Ir. RANDALL. Is it not true that the original bill which was re

committed to the committee provided for the purchase of the land? 
Now, in this bill, although you get the land for nothing, you make no 
deduction for that expense from the bill which you report here, but you 
bring in a bill for the erection of a building to cost one million and a 
half of dollars without reference to the cost of the land. 

1\Ir. HUl\IPHREY. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
I can only say this, that in reporting this bill the committee have ex
ecuted exactly the instructions given to them by the House. We were 
directed to present a bill providing for the erection of a building for the 
purpo e contemplated on some of the public grounds within the limits 
of this city, and in cost not to exceed 2,000,000. We have brought in 
a bill providing that this building shall not exceed one and a-half mil
lions of dollars, and that it shall be erected on land belonging to the 
Government. 

The building exhibited in this diagram, this large tone building, is 
not the building that this committee now proposes. Here, on the left 
of that building, will be seen a plan of the building which we do pro-
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po e. The large building lli sub tantially what we recommend, but 
without the wings; and from this plan it will be seen that the large 
circular reading-room, lighted from above, is recommended according 
to the plan of the original bill. Now, in future, if it shall be necessary 
to enlarge this building it can be done so as to make it conform ex
actly to this plan shown here on the right; but for the present we do not 
erect the wings. In reference to the public buildings which are going 
up all ove1· this country million of dollars has·e been spent and there 
never was a plan submitted to Congr . They are going up at this 
time all o>er the country and you know nothing of their construction. 
In this case we give you all of the details necessary. You can see fully 
yourself the plan; we gi>e you all the data on which the plan is ba ed, 
and in dollars and cents the exact cost of the building. The:re can be 
no doubt of the cost of this. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
l\1r. RICE, of Massachusetts. I now yield three minutes to the gen

tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWN HEND]. 
l\1r. TOWN REND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have listened care

fully to all thatha been said:on bothsidesofthisquestion, for the reason 
that w ben this proposition was originally before the House for the erec
tion of a public library building I think I was about the first member on 
thi side of the Hou e to oppo e it. The ground of my objection at that 
tinle wa that as the bill was then framed it provided for the purcha e 
of a site from primte parties at a cost of over 1,000,000. Another ob
jection was that no rea onable limitation bad been placed upon the 
cost of the building. 

Both of these o~je"tions, howeYer, ha>e been met and yielded to by 
the committee, and therefore the e objections have· been removed. I 
stood by the ide of the gentleman from Indiana and other members of 
this side ofthe House in opposition to the original bill, be~au ewe feared 
that there might be a job behind it. If !could eeanythingofthekind 
here I would still antagonize this bill. But in my judgment there is 
no semblance of it. All grounds for such apprehension have been elim
inated from the present bill, and we ha•e an entirely different propo i
tion. The Library is to be erected on a public re enation, and of course 
the site will cost the Government nothing. 

Now, what is the exact condition of affairs? Xo intelligent man can 
go into the Congressional Library and truthfully say that there is not 
an absolute necessity for more room and some provision to accommodate 
the vast accumulation of books already there and whicharecomingin. 
Now, if there is to be an accommodation made, as we mu t admit is 
absolutely es: ential, the question is, how shall that be done? All of 
the plans so far suggested which contemplated additions to the Capitol 
for this purpose ha>e been found to be impracticable, and therefore we 
have been forced to the conclusion that a ite outside of the Capitol 
must be selected. I in isted that this ite should be selected upon orne 
public reser>ation, and after two struggles in the IIouse the committee 
gracefully yielded and are now content to o locate this building. 

I want to sa-y, l\Ir. Speaker, to my Democmtic friends, that having 
secured this ad>antage we should not urrender the security 1\hich this 
bill offers to us for the fuhue. I fear that in the eYent of our failure 
to adopt what would seem to be a reasonable proposition now, when 
this matter comes up ao-ain a it must necessarily come to the consid
eration of Congre , it will come in the old form of a cheme for the 
purchase of a sit~ at large co t. 

Now, when we are securing about all that we asked for in the past, 
I certainly do not belie\e it to be sound policy to make further oppo
sition to it. 

One further remark about the cost. l\Iy friend from Indiana [.Mr. 
Houu.N] when this bill was la t time under consideration seemed 
willing a building might be erected if it did not cost over two millions 
of dollars. Now these gentlemen come with a proposition to put up a 
building for half a million le than the gentleman· from Indiana was 
then willing to a ent to. 

1\ir. HOLl\fAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a que tion? 
l\1r. TOWNSHE.1.:rD, of Illinois. I have not time. 
l\Ir. HOLl\IA.l~. I merely wish to a k, do you not know this i a 

four-million-dollar building? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I under tood the chairman of the 

committee to state to the House that the Librarian, Mr. Spofford, and 
the Architect of the Capitol had declared the building contemplated by 
the bill will not co t exceeding a million and a half. It may be said 
that at some time in the future, twenty or forty or a hundred years 
h ence, it may be found necessary to put an addition to that building 
which may cost S4,000,000. Butwillyou attempt to pre\ent posterity 
from enlarging the building to accommodate the wants of the library 
in the future? No, sir; this bill here provides, a the gentleman [ 1r. 
RICE, of 1assachusetts] has already tated, for a building which , in 
the opinion of the Librarian, will meet the want of the library for 
twenty years to come. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RICE, of Massachusett . I yield two minutes to the gentleman 

from Iaine [1\Ir. REED]. 
Mr. REED. I do not propo e upon thi subject to repeat anything 

which I said the other day. I had hoped that the Congress of the 
United tate mighteonsent to erect a building which should be worthy 

of the nation who e library it inclo ed. But I have given up that idea, 
and ha\e come down to the imple question of a meager hou ing for 
the books which we now have and those which we are likely to have 
for tl}e next twenty years. .And I do implore this Hou e to at least do 
this for the treasures of learning which ha\e been pmchased by the 
United States. 

I want to relieve gentlemen on the other ide from orne of their fears. 
I want to say, in the :thst place, that the United States buildings have 
not a a rule exceeded a reasonable _,P?St, and that we may safely trust 
the United States with building a building. Second, I want to say 
that t.he Democratic party need not fear to be saddled ~i th the expense 
of this building. I say to them that we are ready to have jt charged 
on u . I put it upon record that a Republican House is responsible for 
the initiation of this expenditure. And I wish I could have the con
solatory hope that a Republican Congress would also be re ponsible for 
continuing it a well. 

I sincerely hope we may pass this bill. ' 
Mr. RICE, of 1assachusetts. I believe I have two minute still re- . 

maining. 
The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 
1r. R~TJ>A..LL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nay were ordered. 
The question was taken· and there were-yeas 15 , nays 95, not vot

ing 3" ; a follows: 
YE.A -158. 

.Aiken , Dunnell, 

.Aldrich, Dwight , 
Anderson , Errett, 
Barr, Evins, 
Bayne, Farwell, Cha . B. 
Beach, Farwell, Sewell • 
Belford , Fi her, 
Bingham, Ford 
Bi bee, Garrison, 
Blis , Geddes, 
Bowman , George, 
Brewer, Gibson, 
Briggs, Guenther, 
Browne, Hall, 
Brumm, Hammond John 
Buck, Hardenbergh, 
Buckner, Harmer, 
Burrow , Juliu C. Harris Benj. ''· 
Burrows, Jos. H. Haskell, 
Butterworth, Hazelton, 
Calkins, Heilman, 
Campbell, Henderson, 
Candler, Hepburn, 
Cannon, llill, 
Carpenter, Hiscock, 
Chapman, Hitt 
Cook, Hooker, 
Cox, Samuel .... . Horr, 
Crapo, Rouk 
Cullen Hub~ll, 
Cutt , Hubbs 
Davidson, Humphrey, 
Davis, George R. Jacob , 
Dayis, Lowndes H. Joyce, 
Dawes, Kasson. 
Deering, Kelley, 
De 1\Iotte, Ketcham 
Dezendorf, Lacey, 
Dingley, Lindsey, 
Doxey, Lord, 

Lynch, Scranton, 
l\Iackey, hallenberger, 
·Marsh, Sherwin, 
1\IcClure, hultz, 
1\IcCook, kinner, 
1\IcKinley, Smalls, 
1\IcLane, Robt. 1\I. Smith, A. Herr 
McLean, Ja . H. Smith, Dietrich C. 
l\liles, mith, J. Hyatt 
l\Ioore, Speer, 
:Morey, pooner, 
l\Ior e, Steele, 
Keal, tone, 
Norcro Strait, 
O'Neill , Taylor, Joseph D . 
Page, Thomas, 
Parker, Townsend, .Amos 
Payson, Townshend, R.W. 
Peelle, Tucker, 
Peirce, Tyler, 
Pettibone, pdegraff, 
Phelp , Valentine, 
Pound, Van .Aernam, 
Ranney, Van Horn 
Ray, Van Voorhis, 
Reed, 'Yadsworth, 
Rice, John B. Walker, 
Rice, Theron ru:. Ward, 
Rice, Wm. W. Washburn, 
Richardson, D. P. Watson, 
Richardson, J. S. Webber, 
Ritchie, 'Vest, 
Robe on, 'Vhite, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 'Vhitthorne 
Robinson, Jas. S. Williams, Ohas. G. 
Robinson, Wm. E. Willits, 
Rosecrans, Wilson, 
Russell, Young. 
Ryan, 
ScoTI.lle, 

K.AY&--95. 
.Armfield, Cox, William R. Jone , Geo. W . 
Atherton, Cravens, Jones, James K. 
Atkins, Culberson, Kenna, 
Barbour, Curtin, King, 
Belmont, Deuster, Klotz , 
Beltzhoover, Dibrell Ladd, 
Berry, Dowd , Latham , 
Blackburn, Dunn, Leedom. 
Blanchard, llimentrout , LeFevre, 
Bland, Flower, Lewis, 
Blount , Forney, 1\Iatsou, 
Brag-g, Fulkerson, 1\IcCoid, 
Buchanan, Godshalk. McKenzie, 
Cabell, Hammond, -. J. 1\Icl\.lillan, 
Caldwell, Hardy il1illet·, 
Carlisle, Haseltine, Iill , 
Cassidy, Hatch, 1\Ioney, 
Clardy, Herbert, 1\Iorrison, 
Clark, Hewitt, G. '"· lHo grove, 
Clemen~, Hoblitzell, 1\Io ult.on, 
Cobb, Hoge, 1\Iuldrow, 
Colerick, Holman, Iutchler, . 
Conyer e, House, Oates, 
CoYington, Hutchinl:!, Phister, 

KOT VOTIXG--38. 

Black Grout, 1\Iartin, 
Camp, Gunter, l\Iason, 
Caswell , Harris, H enry . 1\Iurch , 
Chacc, Herndon. Nolan 
Corne ll , Hewitt, Abram Pacheco, 
Crowley, Jadwin, Paul, 
Da rrall , Jones, Phinea · Rich, _ 
Dugro, Jorgensen, Ro , 
Elli , Knott

1 
Spaulding, 

Fro ·t, l\Iannmg, .Taylor, Ezra B. 

Pre cott, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Robertson, 
Scale, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 

ingleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 
Springer, 

t.ock.lager, 
Talbott, 
Turner, Henry 0. 
Turner, Oscar 

pson, 
Vance, 
'Vellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, Th0ma.s 
Willis, 
Wise, George D. 

Thomp on, P. B. 
Thomp on,·wm. G. 
Urner, 
Wait, 
'Varner, 

~~~d,l\~~~~r; 
Wood, Walter A. 

'o (two-thinl , not ha>ing Yoted in favor thereof) the rules were not 
usp nded. 
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The following pairs were announced: 
1\Ir.l\IASO~ with 111r. HEWITT of New York. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, with 1\Ir. DUGRO. 
Mr. E. B. TAYLOR with 1\Ir. THOMPSON of Kentucky. 
Mr. CoRNELL with Mr. BENJA fiN WOOD. 
Mr. JoNES, of New Jersey, with 111r. HERxnox. 
Mr. JADW"rn with Mr. KNOTT. 
1\Ir. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I withdraw my vote. I am 

paired. 
The result of the •ote wa then announced as above tated. 

CARLILE P. PA.TTER ON. 
1111:. KASSON. I am instructed by the select committee in rela

tion to the late Carlile P. Patterson to move to suspend the rules, take 
from the Speaker's table Senate bill Ko. 2001, and pass the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
A. bill (S. 2001) for the relief of Eliza W. Patterson. 

B e it enacted, &c., That all unpaid national, municipal, and collD:tY taxes, gen
-eral and special, and all interests, co ts, andpenal~esthere<?n,l.eV1edorassess~ 
to and including June 30, 1882, upon the property(~ the DtstriCt. of. Columbta) 
now held (or claimed) by WalterS. Cox and others m trust for Eliza W. Patter-
on widow of Carlile P. Patterson, late Superintendent of the United States Coast 

and Geodetic Survey, be, and the same are hereby, remitted and canceled: Pro
q·ided, That any outstanding certificates of sale for taxes in the name of Carlile P. 
Patterson, late one of the trustees of saiu Eliza W. Patterson, shall be surren
dered and canceled: And pro'IJidedfurther, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to require the District of Columbia or the United States to repay any 
sums heretofore paid for the purchase of said property at tax sale: And pmvided 
further That the acceptance of the provisions of this section by said trustee and 
benefi~iaries shall be a full release and satisfaction of all claims of every kind 
on their part for damages of any kind against the nited States, the D~ trict of 
Columbia, or the city of Wa hington claimed to have been done to sa1d prop
erty. 

Mr. K.A.BSON. This being the unanimous report of the committees 
()f the House and of the Senate, I desire for my part to take up no time 
in discussing the bill. 

Mr. COBB. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the roles. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of lllinois. I would inquire of the Chair from 

what committee this comes? 
The SPEAKER. From the select committee appointed the first 

.session of this Congress. 
Ur. TOWNSHEND, of lllinois. Appointed for what purpose? 
The SPEAKER. For the purpo e of considering the subject-matter 

-of this bill. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of lllinoi . Is the committee upon the list of 

.committee ? 
The SPEAKER. It is, and has been since it was- authorized. 
Mr. KASSON. This bill is reported unanimously from the enate 

nnd House committees. 
Mr. COBB. I demand a second of the motion to suspend the rules. 
Mr. KASSON. I hope the second may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the second will be con-

sidered as ordered. 
There was no objection, and the motion to suspend the rules was 

.accordingly seconded. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CoBB] de

.sire to be heard in opposition to the motion to suspend the rules and 
-pass the bill which has been read? 

1\Ir. COBB. I should like to hear some gentleman who is a member 
of this committee explain the bill. The features of the bill to my 
mind are wrong. 

111r. KASSON. I think it requires but a brief explanation, as the 
1·eport was unanimous and was printed at the la t se sion and has been 
before the House for a long time. 

In a word, this bill comes from the action of the House in appointing 
.a select committee to consider the situation of the family of the late 
Carlile P. Patterson, his claims for special services and the proper action 
of the House after his death in recognition of his distinguished serr
ice. 

The committee beard >arious gentlemen and came to the unanimous 
eonclusion that this bill should at once be passed. That report was 
made to the two bodies, together mth a recital of the reasons for it. 

The reason for this mode of relief is simply this: In a time of great 
extravagance of expenditures here in Washington, at a period well known 
to members of this House, the city authorities extended their so-called 
.city improvements through farm property outside of the city, incurring 
enmmous expenditures, which resulted in injury instead of benefit to 
the property. The charges for such improvements were so great that the 
owne1"S of this farm property could not meet the assessments made upon 
them, and proposed to institute proceedings for the cancellation of the 
unjust action of the authorities. The authorities begged that this action 
should not be had, and promised that they would do justice, but they 
have never redeemed that promise. 

Captain Pa.tterson,always absolutely devoted to his scientific pursuit~, 
was tmable to raise the money at that time to meet these taxes, even had 
they been justly assessed. The matter went on with penalties and in
terest accumulating, until to-day they amount to a sum about equal to 
the entire value of the property. 

Captain Patterson died leaving for the support of his family means not 
equal to 500. He died like a soldier, at his pot, because he died of 

overwork in his profession, to which he had been devotedforovertwenty 
years, in the service of the Government. He left his family unprovided 
for. Without this homestead tbeywill ha•eab olutelynomeansofsu-p
port; they are now in positive distress. 

I desire to bring no case of private suffering before the House, further 
than to say tha.tthecommitteeearesatisfied tbatwithoutthis reliefthe 
family of this eminent and distinguished public servant, who stands in 
the same rank with Professor Henry, "Will be left subject to poverty and 
absolute destitution. I "Will now yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. TOWNSHEl-.~, of lllinois. Before the gentleman yields permit 
me to ask him bow much the accumulation of taxes and special assess
ments now amount to? 

Mr. KASSON. Not less than $30,000, and to require the payment 
of it by the family of Captain Patterson will be absolute ruin to them 
as well as injustice. 

Mr. Uc:MILLIN. Let me a k the gentleman if it is proposed to re
mit the taxes and not hold the property for any of the taxes? 

1\Ir. KASSON. So far as thi property is concerned it is proposed to 
remit all the taxes which have accrued since the assessment; the ac
cumulation of this enormous sum of which it is absolutely impo sible 
for the family to pay. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me a moment. 
lli. KASSON. Certainly. 
Mr. CANNON. I would ask the gentleman if be does not think it 

would be better to do one of two things; either to give a pension or to 
make an outright payment from the Treasury of tlie United States to 
the widow of 1tlr. Patterson of 30,000; or, if we pass this bill, to step 
up and in the same bill make an appropriation of$30,000 to pay these 
taxes, one half for the District and the other half for the Government 
of the United States? 

Mr. KASSON. I unden>i.and that the committee have thought this 
bill rested upon grounds of ju tice and law. We were satisfied that 
these taxe were unlawfully imposed. There were counter-claims to 
the amount of thousands of dollars for damages to the estate as an offset 
to these assessments, and they have concluded to offset one with the 
other . 

I do not desire to take up all the time. I wish only to add that never 
was an officer in the Army or the Navymore meritorious than Captain 
Patterson; never one who more thoroughly sacrificed his life for his 
country than the officer to which this bill relates. 

1\Ir. COBB. Did he not receive a good salary for his services? 
Mr. KASSON. Only for the last few years of his life, after the resig

nation of Professor Pierce. I now yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (:Mr. ROBESOX]. 

Mr. ROBESON. In connection with this bill I desire to express my 
feeling of personal interest and public duty. I think this bill ought to 
pass without a question. flarlile P. Patterson was an officer of theN avy 
of the old time, but resigned many years ago. Subsequently he was 
attached in tbecityofWashington to the Coast Surrey, as an officer of 
which he was employed as a public servant without additional pay in 
almost every proceeding undertaken by the Government which de
manded the acquirements of an organizing mind united with full scien
tific attainments. He was called upon by the chief of the Treasury 
Departmenttoorganizetbe revenue-marine service. He did it; and what
everthereisofvalueinthatcorps to-dayisduetohim. Hewasamember 
of the Light-House Board. The Secretary of the Treasury called upon 
him to draft rules and regulations for the organization of the Life-Saving 
Service. He did that. In conjunction with Professor Henry, Mr. Pat
terson, a a member of the Light-House Board, discharged the same class 
ofsernce for which that eminent scien,tist was largely rewarded at the 
hands of a grateful country. 

His wife inherited a large farm on the outskirts of this city. On his 
pay, 1\Ir. PatteTson was able to live so long- as the Government left him 
undisturbed. But some ten or twelve years ago the authorities of ihe 
city of Washington undertook to improve this city on a large scale. For 
the purpose of establishing proper levels for the streets throughout the 
cicy and for the purpose of its general improvement, they extended 
their jurisdiction into the rural sections surrounding the city, and en
tering upon the properly of Mrs. Patterson they ran streets and cut 
avenues through it, and left her farm, which had formerly been used 
for grazing purposes, with ra,ines or canons fifty feet deep cut through 
the body of it, so that it is now utterly useless to her. 

Her husband, an acti•e, energetic, persistent servant of his country, 
paused long enough in that career of usefulness in which he sacrificed 
his life to appeal to the old board of public works. Through their 
representatives at that time they said to him, " Yes, you ought to have 
damages; but do not bring a suit'' (be was ready to bring suit) ; ''we 
will see that you receive damages." That board of public works was 
dissolved. The official existence of its members bas ceased. They neg
lected to do anything for Mr. Patterson; and they left tm ruined 
property on the hands of his family without giving him any damages, 
at the same time assessing agamst it an immense sum of money. To
day that property which before these proceedings was unencumbered 
will not bring one-half of the amount assessed against it for improve
ments. 
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·11Ir. MORSE. Would that property bring to-day the amount of the 
claim of the Government for taxes alone? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Speake~, has not the time in op
position to the bill been already consumed? 

Mr. ROBESON. I have done. 
:Ur. McLANE, of Maryland. The gentleman from Indiana [.Mr. 

CoBB] took the floor in opposition and had fifteen minutes. He ad
dressed an inquiry to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KASSo~] for in
formation. 

Mr. KASSON. I answered the question of the gentleman who was 
on the floor. 

:Ur. :UcLANE, of :Uaryland. The gentleman from Indiana took the 
:floor in opposition to the bill and addressed an inquiry to the gentle
man from Iowa. Now, I protest that the committee should have its 
:fifteen minutes in supPQrt of the bill. I do not care when we have it. 

]fr. COBB. I was not aware that the gentleman from Iowa was 
speaking in my time. 

lli. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. He was not. 
Mr. COBB. I did not so understand. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CoBB] is recog

nized . 
. Mr. COBB. .Mr. Speaker, I sympathize very much with any one who 

iB so unfortunate as to allow a large amount of taxes to accumulate 
against his or her property. But tues are somewhat public in their 
nature, and the man or woman who fails to pay his or her taxes throws an 
additional burden upon the rest of the community. So far as the prop
erty now in question is concerned it is proposed to relieve it from its 
burdens on account of the services of a gentleman now deceased, whose 
widow, I believe, holds the property. These taxes amount to over 
$47, 000-not one-fourth of which is for special improvemei;lts-thelarger 
part being taxes regularly levied for municipal purposes. The pay
ment of these taxes has been neglected or refused, and now the party 
comes in and says '' these burdens are :too great.'' The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. KASSo~] says that the property is not of sufficient 
value to warrant the payment of these taxes, although they have been 
paid by others. Certificates have been issued which are now in the 
hands of innocent parties, yet this bill proposes to remit the payment 
of these taxes, leaving these certificates in the hands of innocent hold
ers, who must either lose the amount they have advanced, or must 
hereafter come and demand payment from the Government, which, 
certaD!y, if we pass this bill, we ought not to refuse. 

The bill would be much more meritorious did it provide for paying 
this money to Mrs. Patterson directly out of the public Treasury. There 
can be no question as to the truth of my statement that for the larger 
portion of these taxes assessed against this property certificates have 
been issued and are to-day in the hands of innocent purchasers, men 
who paid their money for them. · 

11Ir. ROBES01'T. The bill provides that neither the District ofColum., 
bia nor the Government of the United States shall incur any liability 
for anything. 

Mr. COBB. Exactly. Therefore you provide that the men hold
ing these certificates, who virtually have paid these taxes, shall not be 
repaid. I submit we have no right to do it. 

Mr. KASSON. They have not been paid owing to a legal dispute. 
Ur. COBB. These certificates are now outstanding for the large 

portion of this tax, and are now in the hands of innocent purchasers. 
It becomes the duty of the District government to issue certificates 
when there is delinquency in the payment of taxes, and those who ac
quire them hold them as a lien upon the property until they are paid. 
Now, I understand these liens are outstanding in the hands of bonafide 
purchasers, and those purchasers ought to be entitled to their money. 

lli. McLANE, of :Maryland. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. Will he yield to me? 

M:r. COBB. Yes, if I have time. 
Mr. McLANE, of :Maryland. Why, you have had all the time . 
.111r. COBB. I have had but little time, and that belonged to me. 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. You havehad all the time in favor of 

the bill as well as the time against it. 
11Ir. COBB. How much time have I left? 
The SPEAKER. About three minutes. 
Mr. :McLANE, of Maryland. Without any design on his part the 

friend.~ of the bill have been deprived of their right to speak fifteen 
minutes. 

11Ir. COBB. That is not my fault. 
Mr. M.;::LANE, of Maryland. Whether your fault or not, such is the 

fact. With the permission of the gentleman from Indiana I wish to 
state he is in error in his statement to the House that these certificates 
are now in the hands of innocent pru.iies. And with his permission I 
ask to make an explanation. 

Mr. COBB. Not to come out of my time. 
Mr. 1\lcLANE, of Maryland. There are two classes of ce1·tificates. 

The class refened to, which could be in the hands of innocent parties, 
have all been paid up by the family, and the bill expressly excludes 
them from any release; with the exception of $160 only. The com
mittee had all these facts fully before them when it rePQrted this bill 
unanimouslyto the House, and therei but one certificate, and that is for 

$160, 'lhich is in the possession of a bank in the city of New York. 
All the other certificates were taken up by the trustees of this estate, and 
there is no innocent party at all holding any of them. 

There is another class of certificates, and I uppose that is the class. 
to which the gentleman from Indiana refers, and those are the certifi
cates which are in the hands of the Treasurer of the United States. And 
it is the only objection to this bill. It is that there are certificates sub
sequent to th~ year 1874which are in the Treasury, held by the Treas
uryofthe Umted States. Some have taken thatobjection to this claim 
that Congress ought to appropriate a sum of money to make that good 
for the Treasury. 

Mr. COBB. I should like to put a question to the gentleman from 
Maryland. . 

Mr. McLANE, of ~faryland. I will answer it. 
Mr. COBB. How much of these assessment certificates has the family 

purchased? 
J.Ir. McLANE, of Maryland. All prior to 1874. 
Mr. COBB. I do not know how much that is. 
Mr. SPARKS. Why did they not pay their taxes? 
Mr. McL-ANE, of Maryland. I suppose the gentleman from Indiana 

does not require an answer to that question. · 
1\Ir. COBB. Allow me to proPQund another question to the gentle

man from Maryland? 
1\fr. McLANE, of Maryland. Certainly. 
1\Ir. COBB. How much other property is in the same condition in 

this city; how many millions are outstanding to-day that ought to be
paid? 

1\Ir. 1\IcLAl\TE, of Maryland. That inquiry involves an objection to
the bill which I readily admit. There aremanyother certificates, and 
the northeastern a,nd northwestern sections were almost ruined by these 
assessments; but because it might be reasonable to relieve them all and 
because they can not be released is no good reason why this property 
should not be released. 

Mr. COBB. I can not yield the floor any further. I have here be
fore me a communication of Mr. Robert Dodge, the assessorofthe Dis
trict of Columbia, in which he states to the commissioners of the District 
the real-estate taxes assessed against this property, and which do not in
volve the special assessment to which the gentleman from Iowa has 
alluded. They amount to $25,733.28. I presume it will not be insisted 
by any member of the committee that that was not levied in the regu
lar way. There is no special assessment in that. · 

1\Ir. 1\fcLAl\TE, of Maryland. Fifteen thousand dollars, not twenty-
:fi ve thousand. . 

J.Ir. COBB. Twenty-five thousand se\en hundred and thirty-three
dollars and twenty-eight cents. I have it here in Mr. Dodge's state-- . 
ment, dated June 20, 1882, made when this was up before. 

Then there is a county tax, which does not involve anything of the 
kind complained of in regard to special assessments. It is $8,316.74. 
Then there is a Georgetown tax, amounting to 1,921.04. The special 
assessment tax amounts only to $9,714. 05. Then there is the water 
tax, amounting to $1,321.40, making a total of 47,651. . 

And this officer states that his office has no information showing that 
any of the aforesaid property in the northeastern part of \be city was. 
damaged materially by special assessments under the board of public 
works. Here is a tax amounting to $47,000 and the officer of the city 
government certifies to this House the taxes thus levied and assessed do. 
not include any property which was injured materially by the board 
of public works. I say this bill if passed would do injustice to the Dis
trict of Columbia and it ought not to pass. 

. Here is the report of Ir. Dodge: 
AssESSOR's OFFICE, Washington, D. C., June 29, 1882. 

GEl."'TLEMEN: In answer to your request, I have the honor to furnish below a 
statement of the real-estate taxes in the District standing in the name of Will
iam G. Pearson and Catherine Pearson's heirs: 

f~$~~~F~~~·i:--:::F":\·:::_~:~H·::·:{;:-·p-~·-;-·:~:-::·-:-· ••: 1im ( 
Total.. .. ..... .. .... ............ ....................... .. ... .... ........ ... .. ............ ... ...... 47,006 51 

This office has no information showing that any of the aforesaid property in 
the northeastern portion of the city was damaged materially by special im
provements under the board of public works. 

Very respectfully your obedient servant, 
ROB. P. DODGE, 

Assessor of the District of Columbia. 
To the Co.illUSSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Ur. McLANE, of Maryland. What did the gentleman say? 
Mr. COBB. I said if this bill should pass it would do a great injus

tice to many people here. It is a wrong that ought not to be perpe
trated. These parties should not be relieved from the payment of taxes: 
which they have allowed to accumulate UPQn this property unless you 
apply the same principle to e\erybody else. I know persons to-day 
who are unable to lose the time from their labor even to come here and:' 
ask for relief from these accumulated taxes upon their little property
people who occupy a worse position than these parties you nowproPQse , 
to relie\e. There are men and women to-day who are unable and have 
been unable to pay their taxes on their little homes that ought to be-. 

\ 
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relieved if these padies are. If you are going to relieve one you should 
relieve all, and pass a general law for that purpose and assume the bur
dens for the General Government and pay it out of your pockets and 
mine. If I should do anything in reference to relieving these t-ax-pay
ers who have allowed their taxes to fall into arrears I should relieve all 
who are laboring under the same conditions. There is more than a 
million of money, as I understand it, to-day outstanding and due to 
the Governmentfrom these delinquent tax-payers, manyofwhom have 
been treated in the same way that it is alleged this property was treated. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, what is the reason for relieving this property? 
It is a valuable estate. I understand outside, from what information I 
have been able to gather from those who are acquainted with the prop
erty, that to-day it is worth $150,000 at least; and to tell me that it 
will not bear its due burden of the Go>ernment that protects it is to tell 
me something that I do not believe. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman pardon me for a moment? The 
Senate thoroughly investigated this matter with a committee of that 
body, and that commission, after a thorough inspection of the premises, 
reported that the property would not sell for the taxes to-day. 

1\I:r. KASSON. And let me say further that the chairman of the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia was present and inspected the prop
erty and said that enormous damage and injustice had been done to 
the property by the city in its improvements in that direction. 

ltir. COBB. I hold in my hand an assessment made against that 
property in 1874, in which year, as I obtain from the official records, 
it was assessed at $118,454; and when I am told here by gentlemen 
that that property in Washington, with all of the increase in the value 
of real estate here, can not pay $47,000 of taxes, is something that I 
can not give credence to. I think the committee was mistaken, that 
is all. I have another assessment here in 1875, when the property was 
taxed at the same, $118,454. 

Mr. ROBESON. Does the gentleman from Indiana know whether 
that covers the property of all of the heirs? 

J.fr. COBB. What is the gent.leman's question? 
J.fr. ROBESON. I asked the gentleman if that does not refer to the 

entire property, covering that of all of the heirs of William Gaston 
Pearson. This relates to only one of the heirs. 

Mr. COBB. This says the value of Mrs. Carlisle Patterson's prop
erty, and this is an official document, coming from Ur. Dodge, the tax 
assessor. 

Mr. KASSON. Is that in the name of trustees as this is? 
Mr. COBB. It does not say. 
Mr. KASSON. This has exclusive reference to that portion of the 

property in the hands of the trustees. 
Mr. COBB. All I know about it is that this refers to the value of 

Mrs. Carlisle Patterson's property, and it was assessed on two several 
years at over $118,000. That being the case I do not believe that we 
ought to remit this tax of only $47,000 upon such an estate as that. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The gen-
tleman from Maryland is recognized. 

lli. KASSON. How much time is remaining? 
The SPEAKER. Five minutes of the thirty minutes yet remain. 
:Mr. KASSON. I understood that I was speaking in answer to the 

gentleman from Indiana in his time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 
The gentleman from Maryland is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. KASSON. Is there then more time remaining? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Certainly not; the time has been 

exhausted. 
lli. KASSON. I desire to be recognized for a few moments. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will be recognized if he 

desires it now. 
l\Ir. KASSON. I will then say what I would have said if I had sup

posed I was speaking in my own time when I answered the gentleman 
from Indiana. Will the gentleman from Uaryland take two minutes of 
the time? 

Mr.l\IcLANE, of Maryland. I do not care to occupy two minutes. 
Mr. KASSON. Then, lli. Speaker, I will simply say, summing up 

the case as rapidly as I can within the short time remaining, that the 
gentleman from Indiana is entirely mista.ken when he says that this 
rests solely upon the ground of the remission of taxes, like any other 
property which may be overtaxed in the city of Washington. In the 
first place it rests upon entirely different grounds, and is, secondly, dis
tinct from that proposition or from any other case in this: that thiswas 
pr9perty outside of the limits of the city, farm property, beyond the 
Deaf and Dumb Asylum, a point to which the city limits had not then 
reached. Under the system of extravagant public improvements which 
existed at the time, however, there were streets cut through the prop
erty, leaving large ravines theTe, and, as tated by the chairman of the 
District of Colambia Committee, when our committee was in confer
ence with him on the subject, and who had taken time to look at the 
ground, it was an outrage upon the property, and that enormou dam
age had been done to it in consequence of these public works. In this 
way a positive and permanent injury was done to the property. 

Secondly, I have to say, sir, that the >ery water which we drink at 
the Capitol, which formerly turned a mill upon that property, 'vas taken 

for the use of Congress, and no compensation was ever made, while the< 
-mill-privilege was destroyed, and that this claim is remitted among
others. 

I go further and say that this injustice exceeds any other injustice in. 
this cityofwhich Ihaveeverhearddoneto ownersofpropertynotben
efited in the progress of improvement. So much for that. 

Now, sir, the second ground upon which the committee has acted iB 
this, and I beg the attention of the House to it. Carlile P. Patterson 
is one of those men who have formed to a great extent the honor of our 
country in the progress of science in the world; men who.are not seen 
in the lobbies of this House; men who are not seen begging favors of the 
Government; men who by night and day are engaged in the pursuit of 
the highest science of the country; who devote their lives to it, and who· 
trust to the honors that may be given them by posterity as their great 
reward. 

No man, not e>en Professor Henry, surpassed Carlile P. Patterson in 
this respect. He was made chairman of the commission to organize the 
revenue-marine service. In that capacity he saved a million and a bali 
of money by the recommendations he made in connection with Profes
sor Henry, who was with him in that service. He was chairman of the
commission to organize the Life-Saving Service. He was engaged on 
other like duties. And for all this service he never received a cent. 
And now, as in the case of Professor Henry, following that precedent, 
as in the case of Chief-Justice Chase, following that precedent, your 
committee have come to the House with a report of the distinguished 
services he has rendered. 

He was a man who died from overwork night and day. Let me speak 
as my heart dictates. I was his friend, and ~ew him intimately. I 
have sat with him by night while he discoursed to me of the great pur
poses he had in view of the prosecution of this great work of our Coast 
Survey. He declared a few nights before his death that he hoped by 
the generous aid of Congress to finish this great work in six or eight 
yeru:s, I forget which, and make it the greatest scientific memorial that 
any nation in the world had put upon the records of science. 

Night and day he was devoted to it. He died poor; he died penni
less; he left his family destitute if their property shall remain burdened 
by this taxation; his children poor, his widow poor. And now your 
committee has asked you to remit these t.axes not only because they 
were unjustly imposed, but as an honorable testimonial of your appre
ciation of distinguished devotion to the counh'Y, of distinguishd services. 
to science, of great economies effected.in our public expenditures by the
great work of this great man. 

God grant that the sentiment ofjustice and thesentimentofhumanity 
may gcr together in considering this bill. Do honor to the man who has 
done honor to you. We intended to go further; we intended to have 
a testimonial by a meeting of Congress, with such an. oration as should 
certify his great character and make it matter of history. We intended. 
to ask you to give $6,000, one year's pay, additional. We have aban
doned all that, and now only ask you to save the homestead ofthe family;. 
to let the orphans and the widow have a place to live, and not let their 
fortune, their happiness, their '>ery lives be devoured by the tax-eating 
government of the District of Columbia. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 

from Iowa [1\Ir. KAssoY] to suspend the rules and pass the Senate bill 
as read. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that in the opinion 
of the Chair two-thirds had voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. SPARKS and Mr. WISE of Virginia caUed for the ~yeas and 
nays. 

1\'Ir. KASSON. For God's sake do justice in this case. 
The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays there were 

ayes 34-not one-fifth of the last vote. 
Mr. SINGLETON and Mr. TOWNSHEND,of!llinois,calledfortellers 

on the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered, 42 members voting therefor-more than one

fifth of a quorum. 
Mr. ATHERTON. Let the vote for tellers be considered as ordering 

the yeas and nays. 
J.Ir. WHITE. Let us ha•e the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will again, without proceeding with the 

count by tellers, if that is not insisted upon, submit the proposition on 
the question of taking the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question wa taken; and there were-yeas 153, nays 82, not vot

ing 56; as foUows: 

Aiken. 
Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Bayne, 
Belford , 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 

YEAB-153 .. 
Blackbru·n, Candler, 
Blanchard, Carpenter 
Bliss, Cassidy, ' 
Bowman, Chapman, 
Brewer, Clark, 
Browne, Cook, 
Buck, Covington, 
Burrows, Julius C. Cox, William R. 
Burrows, Jos. H. Crapo, 
Butt-erworth, Curtin, 
Cabell, Cutts, 
Campbell , DarralJ, 

Davidson, 
Davis, Lowndes H~ 
Deering, 
De l\Iotte, 
Dezendorf, 
Dingley, 
Dowd, 
Doxey, 
Dunnell, 
Ellis, 
Errett, 
Evins. 
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Farwell, Chas. B. 
Farwell, Sewell S. 
Fisher, 
Fulkerson, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Grout, 
Gunter, 
Hall, 
Harmer 
Harris, Benj. "·· 
Harris, Henry S. 
Haakell, 
Hazelton, 
Heilman · 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill 
Hoge, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Horr, 
llouk, 
Hubbell, 
Hubbs, 
Jacobs, 
Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 

Atherton, 
Beach, 
Berry, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Briggs, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Clardy, 
Clement, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cox, Samuel S. 
Cravens, 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 
Davis, George R. 

Belmont, 
Bla-ck, 
Brumm, 
Calkins, 
Camp, 
Carlisle, 
Caswell, 
Chace, 
Cornell, 
Crowley, 
Dugro, 
Ford, 
Frost, 
Guenther, 

Kaason, 
Kelley, 
Kenna, 
King, 
Klotz, 
Lacey, 
Leedom, 
LeFevre, 
Lord, 
Manning, 
McClure, 
1\IcCoid , 
McCook, 
l\IcKinley, 
1\IcLane, Robt. 1\I. 
McLean, Jas. H. 
Miles, 
·Moore, 
Iorey, 

1\Iorse, 
Mosgrove, 
1\lurch, 
-orcro 

Oates 
O'Nelll, 
Page, 
Peelle, 

Peirce, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Pound, 
Randall, 
Ranney , 
Ray, 
Rice, John B. 
Rice, Wm. W. 
Richard on, J. S. 
Ritchie, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Ja . S. 
Ro ·ecrans, 
Ro , 
Rus ell, 
Ryan, 

cranton, 
Shallenberger, 

helley, 
Shultz, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smalls 

mith, Dietrich C. 
'paulding, 

Spooner, 

NAY8-82. 
Dawes, 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dunn 
Dwight, 
Ermentrout, 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Geddesi 
Godsha k, 
Hammond, John 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Hardy, 
Haseltine, 
Hatch, 
Henderson, 
Hoblitzell, 
House, 
IIutchms, 

Jone , George W. 
Jones, James K. 
Ladd, 
Latham, 
Lewis, 
·l\larsh, 
l\lartin, 
:Matson, 
1\Icl\Iillin, 
~oulton, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Pay on, 
Phister, 
P1·escott, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Rice, Theron M. 
Richardson, D. P. 
Scales, 
Simonton, 

NOT YOTIXG--56. 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt., Abram 
Hiscock, 
Bitt, 
Humphrey, 
Jadwin, 
Jones, Phinea 
Ketcham, 
Knott, 
Lindsey, 
Lynch, 
Mackey, 

Mason, 
McKenzie, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Money, 
1\Iorrison, 
Neal 
Nola~, 
Pacheco, 
Parker, 
Paul, 
Reed, 
Rich, 
Robertson, 

Steele, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomp on, P. B. 
Town end, Amos. 
Tucker, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 
VanHorn, 
Van Voorhis, 
'Vadsworth, 
Wait, 
'Valker, 
Ward, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
Willis, 
Willit 
Wilson', 
'Vise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 
Young. 

ingleton, J. W. 
Skinner, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Sparks, 

pringer, 
Stockslao-er 
Stone, ., ' 
Strait, 
Thomas, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Turner, Henry G. 
'l'urner, Oscar 
VanAernam, 
'Vashburn, 
Webber, 
'Vellborn, 
White 
Whitthorne, 
'Villiams, Thomas. 

Robinson, 'Ym. E. 
co ville, 
herwin, 

Smith, J. Hyatt 
' peer, 
Taylor, Ezra B. 
Thomp on, Wm. G. 
Upson, 

rner, 
Warner, 
'Vatson, 
'Villiams, Chas. G. 
Wood, Benjamin 
'Vood, ·walter A. 

So (two-thirds not \Oting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus-
pended, and the bill was not passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
lli. WILLIAl\IS, of Wisconsin, with Mr. HIDIPHREY. 
Mr. E. B. TAYLOR with Mr. W .A.R:m:R. 
Mr. JADWIN with :l'tlr. NOLAN. 
. Mr. FORD with Mr. FROST. 
The result of the vote was then announced a above stated. 

ALASKA. 

Mr. CALKIN . I am instructed by the Committee on Elections to 
move to suspend the rules and pass the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk, with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules ia not subject to 
amendment; and the gentleman had better submit his motion as he de
sires to ha \e it passed. 

1\Ir. CALKINS. The motion is not subject to amendment, but the 
un.y named in the resolution, which is an immaterial part of the reso
lution, I desire to have amended. 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion must be submitted all together. 
J\fr. CALKINS. · I a k that the resolution be read. 
The SPEAKER. If the resolution is submitted, then amendments 

can be made only by unanimou consent. 
Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the resolution be read. 
The resolu.tion was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Elections relating to the claim 
of l\1. D. Ball to a seat as delegate from Alaska Territory, together with the bill 
and reports made by the Committee on Territories, No. 1106, part 1 and 2, and 
No.1306, be made the special order for consideration on the 15th day of January, 
1883, and be the continuing order from day to day until disposed of, not to inter
fere with revenue or appropriation bills. 

Mr. CALKINS. The amendment which I desire to ha\e made ap
pears on the margin of the resolution. It is to strike out ' 15th day 
of January ' and to insert in lieu thereof '' Tue day the 27th day of 
February.' ' 

.Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

1\Ir. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Is it permissible to ha\e that amend
ment acted upon without unanimous consent under tlllil call? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman can make 
such motion as he desires; and the resolution can be adopted as read 
with the amendment, as a bill may be. The Chair was trying to ug
ge t to the gentleman from Indiana [ Ir. CALKIX ] to ubmit there o-
lution as he desired to ha:ve it passed. · 

l\Ir. CALKIN . The resolution as it wa read first was the resolu
tion authorized by the Committee on Elections. It is apparent to the 
House that the 15th day of January has passed, and therefore I move 
to suspend the rules anll pass there olution with an amendment, which 
I had the right to submit-to pas the re olution as amended as an en
tirety, which motion I ubmit. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I make the point of order that the 
Committee on Elections having authorized the gentleman from Indiana 
[M.r. CALKINS] to report a resolution fixing the 15th day of January, 
1883, as the time for the special order, he can not now report a I'esolu
tion :fixing any other day than the one named in the resolution-can 
not do it except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CALKIN . The point of order is not and can not be well taken, 
for the reason that the day named in the resolution is an immaterial 
part of the resolution. As it propo es to make a continuing order, the 
resolution might aJ? well be pa ed with that day in it as any other, ex
cept for the fact that the day named has already passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled on the question before. 
1\Ir. RA~TDALL. The material point involved is that the commit

tee, which has the right to authorize a motion to suspend the rules when 
it is called, has not authorized the amendment the gentleman indicates. 

1\Ir. HAl\11\IOND, of Georgia. That is the point. 
l'!Ir. CALKIN . I agree that this being a suspension day for com

mittees a resolution cannot be offered by any member of a committee 
as the resolution of the committee unless it speaks the language of the 
committee. For the purpo e of making this resolution effecti\e, by no 
means changing the resolution materially, I suggest that it be made as 
of the day I have named. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ha ruled on this question before. 
Mr. CALKINS. Very well; I withdraw the amendment, and will 

let the vote be taken on the resolution as it is. It is a continuing order 
anyway. 

1\Ir. 1\IOULTO~. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the motion to suspend the 
rules will be considered as seconded. 

1\IT. MOULTON. I object. 
Tellers were ordered· and :Mr. CALKIX and Mr. l\Io"GLTOX were ap

pointed. 
The House divided; anll the tellers reportell that there were-ayes 

63, noes 102. 
So the motion to upend the rules wa not seconded. 

E~~OLLED BILL SIGKED. 
lli. ALDRICH, fi'om the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol
lowing title; when the Speaker igned the same: 

An act (S. 2264) to authorize the construction of certain bridete and 
to establish them as pot-roads. 

RED"GCTIOX OF D\TERX AL TAXES . 
Mr. KELLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on ·ways and 

l\feans to move to uspend the rules so as to pa the bill which I send 
to the Clerk's desk. It is a bill to reduce intcrnal-re\enue taxation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will he read. 
The bill was read, a follow : 

Be it e-nacted, &c., That the taxes herein peci.l:ied imposed by the law now in 
force be, and the same are hereby, repealed, as hereinafter provided. namely: 
On capital and deposits of banks and banker , except such taxes as are now due 
and payable; and on and after the 1st day of July, 1883, the stamp-tax on bank 
checks, drafts, orders and vouchers, and the tax on matche , perfumery, medic
inal preparations, and other article imposed by Schedule A following section 
3:1.37 of the Revised Statutes: Pro-vided, That no drawback shall be allowed upon 
article embraced in said chedule that shall be exported on and aftertb 1st day 
of July, 1883: Provided further, That on and after Iay 15,1883, matches may be 
removed by manufacturers thereof from the place of manufacture to warehou 
within the nited States without attaching thereto the tamp required by lawi 
under such regulations as may be pre cribed by the ommi ioner of Interna 
Revenue. 

SEc. 2. That from and after the 1 t day of May, 1 , dealer in leaf-tobacco 
shall annually pay $1.2; dealers in manufactured tobacco hall pay -.40; all 
manufacturm of tobacco shall pay $6 ; manufacturers of cigars shall pay $6; 
peddlers of tobacco, nuff, aud cigar shall pay special taxe , as follows: P eddlers 
of the first class, a now defined by Jaw, shall pay S30; peddlers of the, econ<.l 
cla s shall pay .;15; peddlers of the third cla s hall pay 7.20; and peddlers of 
the fourth cla s shall pay $3.60. Retail dealers in leaf-tobacco hall pay '250, and 
30 cents for each dollar on the amount of their monthly sales in exce of th 
rate of $500 per annum: Provided, That farmers and producer of tobacco may 
ell at the place of production tobacco of their own growth and rai iug at r etail 

directly to consumers, to an amount not exceeding '100 annually. 
SEo. 3. That hereafter the special tax of a. dealer in manufactured tobacco shall 

not be required from any farmer, planter, or lumberman who furnishes such to
bacco only as rations or supplies to hi laborers or employes in the same man
ner as other supplie are furnished by him to then;J.: Provided, That the aggre
gate of the upplies of tobacco so by him furni bed shall not exceed in quaut.ity 
one hundred pounds in any one special-tax year; that is, from the 1. t day of 
1\Iay in any year until the 30th day of April in the ne~-t year: And provided fur
liter, That uch farmer, planter, or lumberman shall not be,nt the time he is fur-
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nishiug- such supplie , engaged in the general bu iness of selling dry goods, 
grocerie , or oth_er similar supplies in the manner of a. me-rclmnt or storekeeper 
to others than his own employe or laborers. 

SEc. 4. That from and after July 1,1883, the internal taxe on nnff, ·rooking, 
and manufactured tobacco shall be 8 cents per pound, and on cigars which shall 
be manufactured and sold or removed for con umption or sale on and after the 
1st day of July, 1883, there shall be as e ed and collected the following taxes, 
to be paid by the manufacturer thereof: On cigars of all description , made of 
tobacco or any sub titute therefor, $3 per thousand; on cigarettes weighing not 
more than three pound per thou and, 50 cents per thousand; on cigarettes 
weighing- more tha-n three pounds per thousand, $3 per thousand: Pro·t:ided., That 
on all original and unbroken factory packages of smoking and manufactured 
tobacco and snuff, cigars, cheroots, and cigarette held by manufacturers or 
dealer at the time such reduction shall go into effect, upon which the tax has 
been paid, there shall be allowed a drawback or rebate of the full amount of the 
reduction, but the same shall not apply in any case where the claim is less than 
10 and has not been a certained or pre en ted within thirty days following the 

date of the reduction; and such rebate to manufacturers may be paid instampsat 
the reduced rate. It shall be the duty of the Commi ioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt such rules and regu
lations and to prescribe and furnish such blanks and forms as may be necessary 
to carry this section into effect. 

Mr. MORRISON and l\Ir. WBITEdemanded a econd on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

l\1r. JOYCE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Ir. JOYCE. I desire to inquire if it is in order to mov-e to amend 
the bill which has been read so as to reduce the present duty on sugar 
one-half ancl.to make the duty on steel rails 15 a ton? 

The SPEAKER.- No amendment is in order. 
Ur. SPRINGER. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. !wish to know 

whether this bill has ev-er been referred to the Committee on ·ways and 
1\Iea.ns. If not, I make the point of order that the committee can not 
report to the House any proposition not referred to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that as a matter of fact the sub
ject has been referred to the committee. "Whether this particular bill 
has been referred is not important. 

Mr. FLOWER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. One at a time. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order--
The SPEAKER. As the Chair apprehend , under Rule X...TIIII, if 

this motion is made under instruction of the committee, it would make 
no difference whether the subject was ev-er sent there or not. 

Ir. SPRINGER. But I make the point of order that no committee 
can bring before the House a proposition which has not been referred 
to it. 

1\Ir. KELLEY. So much of the President's message as related to 
the revenues of the Government was referred to our committee, and 
gave the committee jurisdiction of this subject. · 

1\Ir. SPRINGER. But the President's message is not this bill. This 
bill has never been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
the committee has no authority to report to the House anything that 
has not been referred to it. 

The SPEAKER. While Rule XXVIII prondes that on the third Mon
day of the month the Speaker, in hi! discretion, shall giv-e preference 
to motions emanating from committees rather than motions made by 
individual membei , yet that rule makes no requirement as to the 
reference of the subject to the committee. 

1\.Ir. REAGAN. I wish to say a word upon the question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The question of order is disposed of. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 

nue to which the Chair has referred in regard to the morning hour on 
Mondays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to hear further discussion. 
Mr. REAGAN. I wish to submit this point of order: Although so 

much of the President's message as relates to the subject-matterofthis 
bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, the committee 
in that way acquired jurisdiction of the subject; that jurisdiction was 
.exhausted by the reporting of the bill which passed the House and 
went to the Senate. No committee canoriginatenew business, and the 
Committee on Ways and Means having discharged this duty and ex
hausted its jurisdiction in this case, it can not report a matter which 
is not before it, because that would be to originate new business. 

:1\Ir. HASKELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. [Cries of '' Regular 

order!"] 
Mr. IIA.TCH. I desire to inquire whether by unanimous consent 

thirty minutes on each side might not be allowed for the debate on this 
question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit that question when the 
proper time arrive . 

Ir. FLOWER. I desire to ask if the Committee on Ways and 
Means have the right to sub titute for this bill a bill that will take all 

. the internal taxe off except those on distilled spirits and thus giv-e 
the country relief from burdensome taxation? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not Sl)eak as to the action of the 
Committee on Ways and Mean. A the- Chair understands, a econd 
is dem..'tnded. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, 1\Ir. KELLEY, and 
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. MoRRISON, will act as tellers. 

1\fr. KELLEY. I presume a econd may be ordered by unimimous' 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the motion ec-
onded? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of illinois. I object. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 139, noes 6 
So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 

will be recognized to control the time for debate in favor of the motion, 
and the gentleman from illinois [Mr. 1\IORRISO:Y] the time in opposi
tion. 

:rtlr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman from Penn ylvania allow me 
to ask him a question before he proceeds with his remarks? · 

:1\Ir. KELLEY. If it will not consume my time. 
Mr. TUCKER. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether 

he will allow me to offer to this bill an amendment entirely abolishing 
the tax on tobacco? 

l\Ir. KELLEY. I hav-e not time to yield to the gentleman; and he 
knows the Speaker must decide that no amendment can be entertained. 

Mr. TUCKER. It might be done by unanimous consent. 
l\Ir. KELLEY. I could not give my consent. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I now renewmyrequestforunanimous 

consent that thirty minut.es be allowed on each side for discussing this 
question. 

Several members objected. 
:1\Ir. HATCH. Who objects? 
The. SPEAKER. A number of gentlemen on each side. 
Ir. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the time allotted to 

those who oppo e this motion will be under the control of the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON], a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. The time for debate in support of the bill will be 
divided among my colleagues on the committee-the gentleman from 
Ohio, M:r. McKni'"LEY, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. KASSON, and 
myself. I am to consume the first five minutes, and will be obliged if 
the Chair will call me to order at the expiration of that time, the under
standing being there shall be alternation between the two sides. 

The SPE..'\..KER. The gentleman will proceed. 
l\Ir. KELLEY. Ir. Speaker, the bill presented is a bill for there-

duction of internal-revenue taxes. It consists, I may say, of two sec
tions, one being the precise phraseology of the internal-revenue tax bill 
sent by the House to the Senate during the first session of the Forty
seventh Congress, and the other being amendments in the nature of re
ductions of internal reverme appended thereto by the Senate. Every 
line of the bill has had the approval of the Senate, and the committee 
which I represent therefore believe that while doubt and uncertainty 
may prevail as to tariff legislation, there is opportunity to mitigate our 
excessive, our dangerously excessive rev-enues by the amount of $40,-
000,000 annually by this bill. 

The House, as I have said, 1\Ir. Speaker, has indored one-half of it; 
the Senate every line of it. I have heard and seen it stated that this 
bill was the result of the abandonment by its friends of all hope of tariff 
legislation. That is a mistake. It is yet possible that the two Houses 
may be brought to an agreement on a tariff bill. True it is that in this 
House the Appropriations Committee must, if we would avoid an extra 
session, claim the floor to-morrow or at an early day. Yet the Senate 
are maturing a bill--

:1\Ir:TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. I object 
to the gentleman s discussing what the Senate is doing or what they 
should do. 

:1\Ir. KELLEY. I am not discussing the details. I say that body 
may send us a bill out of which a revision of the tariff may come, but 
that is no reason whywe shou)dnot secure to the people relief from au 
impending financial crisis, the inevitable consequence of excessive rev
enue. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman time has expired. 
:1\Ir. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, we have divided the fifteen min

utes allowed to this side among five of us, and I am to be knocked down 
in three minutes. [Laughter and applause.] 

Next in importance after the reduction of taxes is the duty to sore
duce rates and re\ise our revenue law , both internal and impost or 
tariff, as to leave a system of taxation which shall have something of 
permanency about it-a system so revised and reduced as to give our 
people and their varied industries at least a temporary rest, a fi·eedom 
from agitation and uncertainty, which are always hurtful; that freedom 
from agitation which can only come with an actual and equitable re
duction of taxes. Before this debate is ended we shall be told, as we 
have often been, that the taxes now proposed to be removed or Tecluced 
are internal war taxe . Sir, we are paying annually into the Treasury 
nearly eighty millions of war-tariff taxes because of war rates added to 
a protective tariff, and twice eighty millions in bounty to manufacturers 
as the result of the imposition of such war rates or duties . 

The internal war taxes have been reduced one-half, or about one hun
dred and :fifty millions, and now, eighteen years from the war, the tariff 
taxes remain substantially the same ns when imposed under the exi
gencies made by contending armies. Sir, never with my consent shall 
one dollar more be taken off of internal revenue until it is coupled with 
a reasonable reduction of war-tariff rates. This bill to further reduce 
internal taxes forty millions ought never to pass without a like reduc-
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tion of forty millions from the war-tariff increase. Let that be added 
to the proposed reduction and it will be some concession to justice. 
Forty millions decrease is less than 20 per cent. on the present rates, 
and iS less than half the war rates. It is proposed by this bill to re
lieve capital, to relieve the bankers and chewers of tobacco, at the ex
pense of other at least as meritorious classes of people. [Laughter and 
applause.] 

The gentleman from :Minne ota [Mr. DtrXKELL] said of this bill last 
Saturday: 

Already thestepsha>e been taken to pass through this House next Monday 
an internal-revenue bill,__taking from capital the burden which by a proper re
vision of the tariff should be taken from labor. 

.And he ne\er uttered truer words. What is taken off by this bill 
should at least be so divided that some of the relief it will afford will 
lignten the burdens on the clothing and food of the people. To relieve 
banking capital from all its burdens and to keep for manufacturers all 
the protective advantages the war gave them, the friends of these two 
interests ·offer in this bill to gi\e us all a cheaper quid of tobacco. It 
remains to be seen who among us will be caught with the bait. [Laugh
ter and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's three minutes ha\e expiTed. 
Mr. MORRISON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 

Minnesota. 
Mr. DUNNELL. ~Ir. Speaker, when this Congress came together 

there was an expectation everywhere throughout the country there 
would be a substantial reduction in the revenues of the country. The 
President has asked it; the Secretary of the Treasury has asked it, and 
everywhere throughout the length and breadthofthecountrytherehas 
been an expectation that the war tariff, the tariff that was made when 
large sums ofmoney were needed, when wehadanemptyTreasuryand 
a rapidly-increasing debt, should undergo reVision. The country ex
pected on the $50,000,000 raised on the one article of sugar there would 
at least be a reduction of $20,000,000. The great commercial interests 
of the country expected that there would be a reduction in the present 
duty on iron and steel. Here in this House we have already reduced 
by a vote of the House t~e duty on steel rails from $28 to $15, and when 
that vote was passed in this House in the Committee of the Whole we 
did not hear the declaration that the pending tariff bill must not go 
through. We are now face to face with the policy declared in New York 
in October prior to the organization of this House in December a year 
ago, that the reductions can come from the internal-re\enue taxes and 
from them alone can they come. 

.And we have been going on writing the history for this Congress that 
all of the reductions it makes shall come froo the internal revenue. 

The buyers of clothing--
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman f1·om :Minnesota has ex-

pired. · 
Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is admitted by all that we ha\e 

more revenue than is needed to pay the current expens'es of the Gov
ernment, the interest on the public debt, and that part of the debt which 
can be paid at pleasure, as well as to take care of the sinking fund. 
The Secretary of the Treasury informs us in his annual report that we 
have $145,000,000 of a surplus, and that with safety and propriety we 
can reduce more than $75,000,000 of our annual revenue . 

Now, we propose in this bill which the Committee on Ways and 
Means recommends for the adoption of this House to 1·educe this sum 
by $41,000,000. We propose to remove the tax on matches, which 
will amount to $3,272,258; upon proprietary medicines, perfumery, &c., 
1,978,395.56; _upon bank checks, $2,318,455; upon bank deposits, 
4,007,701.98; upon savings-bank deposits, $88,400.47; upon bankcap

ital, $1,138,340.87; on savings-bank capital, $14, 729.38; upon capital 
of national banks, $5,521,927.47, and upon deposits of national banks, 
$437,774.80. We propose in addition to that to reduce the tax on to
ba.cco $12,516,870, upon cigars$9,122,926, and upon cigarettes $278.516, 
making in all, with the reduced license to dealers, more than $41,000,000 
ofreduction which this bill contemplates. 

1\fr. Speaker, everybody must confess that no matter whether we 
have a revision of the tariff at this session of Congress or not, the in
ternal revenue must be reduced. Our action to-day can not promote 
or retard tariff revision. No matter what we do, there is but one senti
ment prevailing throughout the country, and that is that the internal
revenue taxes, which were resorted to as a war measure, most of which 
are no longer needed, must as speedily as possible for the most part be 
abolished; and whatever we do, if we reduce the tariff -.30,000,000 
annually, we ought still toreducethe internal-revenue taxes '40,000,000 
at least. 

Mr. l\10RRISO~. Put both together and we will support you in 
that. 

1\fr. :Mc~LEY. Put both togethel', the gentleman says. \Vhy, 
just two years ago to-day the gentJeman from Kentuch.-y [lli. CAR
J.ISL E] , from the Committee on Ways and :Means, reported a bill to this 
House the object of which was to reduce the internal re\enues alone. 
He did not put that with the tariff. He did not couple them together, 
as the gentleman from illinois suggests, but he reported a bill to reduce 
many of the items that are involved in the bill before us now, and he 
ilid it when the gentleman' party was in control of this House. 

I .say to you, lli. Speaker and gentlemen, that there is no statesman
ship, there is no business sense in declaring that because we have not 
finished the re\ision of the tariff up to this time that therefore we shall 
not relieve oirrselves of the burdens that rest upon the country by the 
internal-revenue tax system, which e\erybody admits and all demand 
ought to be in a large measure moved. Stop collecting these $41,000, 00(} 
and let them remain in the avenues of business, where they are much 
needed, while if we continue to collect them they will be a, constant 
temptation to extravagant expenditures and reckless appropriation. 

I yield the remainder of my time, one minute, to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTD]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania i recognized for 
one minute. 

Mr. CURTW. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of Congress I had the 
honor to oppose the bill to reduce the internal revenues, and I \Oted 
against it for the reason that in my judgment it did not go far enough. 
I would support a bill now to abolish the entire system of re\enue taxa
tion with the greatest pleasure, and, most of all, to abolish its countless 
horde of public officers as well as the system of espionage under which 
this tax is collected, so inconsistent with our theory of go\ernment and 
the freedom of the American citizen. 

1\lr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does not the gentleman from Penn
sylvania know that this bill does not abolish a single officer? 

1\lr. C RTIN. The gentleman need not tell me that; I know that 
it doe not, anddeeplyregretthefact. But I do say, when it is proposed 
in this bill to relieve $41,000,000 of taxation on this people instead of
se\enteen and a half millions as proposed at the last session of Congress, 
I am prepared to take that burden off, with the expectation that the 
next Congress elected in the presence of and controlled by that well
defined issue shall take it all off and abolish the officers in addition. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And now, with my colleagues from Pennsyl\ania on this side of the 
Chamber, notably my colleague from the eleventh district [:M~r. KLOTZ], 
who voted with me against the bill to which I have referred at the last 
session, I will \Ote for this reduction, as it is the only real reduction 
offered by the majority of the House and is a, mea ure of relief to our 
constituency. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
lli. :MORRISO~. I yield. now to the gentleman from Tennessee 

[1\Ir. HOUSE]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized for· 

three minutes . 
Mr. HOUSE. I desire to call the attention of this House and the

counh-y to the spectacle presented here to-day. For the la t month or 
six weeks day and night we have been discussing a tariff bill, and we
ha>e been told on all sides that the demand of the people for a reduc
tion of taxes upon the necessaries of life should be met by this Con
gress. All last session was spent in the fu.rce of providing a tariff com
mission. But what havewe here to-day, sir? What does the majority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means present and seek to ha>e adopted 
by this House under the motion to suspend the rules? The same old. 
bill absolutely that we had at the la t session of Congress with an amend
ment; the same old scape-goat that wa expected to bear the ins of the· 
Republican party into the wilderness. We have only your little reve
nue bill, with your taxes upon matches, perfume1-y, proprietary medi-
cines, and bank checks, with a toba-cco amendment. You went before
the country on that bill, and what was the result? The people tore up. 
your bank checks and threw them into your fa-ces; they bmned your 
lucifer matches under your noses; they snatched from your hands yom· 
bottles of ready-relief and soothing-sirup, broke them over your heads,. 
and kicked you out of power with a derisive laugh. [Great applause.. 
on the Democratic side.] 

Now, you are here at the close of the session, in the language of Da''Y 
Crockett, coming out of the same hole you went in at. [Laughter.] Go 
before the American ·people, if you dare, with this bill as an answer to 
the_irdemand made at the last election for relief from taxation. [Ap-
plause.] . 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\fr. MORRISON. I yield three minutestothe gentleman from 1\lis

souri [Mr. HATCH]. 
Mr. HATCH. -Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 

chaiTman of the Committee on Ways and Means, stated in his explana
tion of theo'Qjectof"this bill thatitwouldpreventagreatfi.nancialcrisis ;
if I understood him-a great financial crash. .And to relieve the coun
try of this apprehension he would release bank capital, the capital rep
resenting a large proportion of the wealth ofthecountry, from thelast 
vestige of taxation that rests upon it to-day, and by which it is com
pelled to pay its proportional burden growing out of the war, thus lea\
ing the labor of the country to bear the burden to the end of the journey. 

By this bill the tax on bank capital, deposits, and the 2-cent stamp on 
checks, amounting to about:fifteen millions per annum, is to be repealed 
as a tribute to a highly fa>ored class fully able to bear the reasonable 
burden imposed by the present law, but you search in vain within .its 
provisions for a single clause or item that releases from taxation in the 
least degree the laboring and business interests of the country. 

He would relieve the wealthy manufacturers of tobacco; he would 
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.relieve the manufacturers of matches; he would relieve manufacturers 
and monopolists alone, and leave the labor of the country to pay the 
balance of the public debt. Aye, and as the gentleman from illinois 
,[Mr. MoRRISO:N] said, he attempts to catch the tobacco-growers of the 
country with an amendment which says to the farmers of the country: 
11 You may sell at the place of production to a consumer $100 worth of 

1eaf-tobacco a year." 
Does the gentleman understand the purport of this cove1·t proposition? 

It is merely the naked right to sell at the 11 place of production," that 
is, on the farm where grown, to a 11 consumer," not a merchant, and 
.this under the espionage of revenue spies and officials. 

No, my friend, we do not want it; we throw back to you with scorn. 
your proffered relief to the farmers of this country. What we have 
been demanding of you these two years has been to allow the farmers 
of the country to go into the open market and sell their crop to anybody 
that will buy it, not to peddle it. I do not represent tobacco peddlers. 
We do not want to peddle it to consumers, but to go into the market 
and sell it as any other crop that is produced out of the soil and bythe 
sweat of the toiling men who make it. [Applause.] 

I yield the rest of my time-one minute, I believe-to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. _ 

:Mr. BLACKBURN. 1tfr. Speaker, how much time have I?-
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three-quarters of a minute. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. We had as well look the facts in the face. We 

lmow if any tariff revision is to be had at this session of Congress, or 
·at the hands of this Congress at all, it is to come through this bill now 
pending in the Senate. We know it is not a physical possibility to en
act into law the tariff bill now pending in the House. We know as 
well as we know anything that if you pass the bill now offered for 
consideration it takes away the last chance the Senate bill will have 
for action when it reaches the House. Gentlemen may as well admit 
the fact and play an open hand. This is an effort to kill all possibility 
of any tariff revision at the hands of this Congress at all. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MORRISON. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 

from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Having promised part of my three minutes to the 

_gentleman from Indiana []')fr. BROWNE], I shall have no time to make 
..a response to the gentleman from Ohio [:M:r. McKINLEY] who has re
ferred to my action heretofore respecting the abolition of parts of these 
i:a.'Ces. If the gentleman will put in the RECORD, so that the country 
may see it, the -entire report made by me upon the occasion alluded 
t o I shall be perfectly content. 

1t!r. Speaker, my opinion has been, and is now, that whenever we 
touch these internal-revenue taxes we ought to take from the statute
book the entire tax upon each article to which our legislation relates, 
.and thereby diminish the horde of office-holders now required by the 
Government to enforce this law. [Applause.] Whenever it is not 
possible to repeal the whole tax upon an article at onee the proposition 
to reduce it should be accompanied by suitable provisions for reducing 
the cost of collecting the remainder. We ought, in my opinion, to sim
-plify the methods of collection, reduce the number of officers, and thus 
-diminish the cost of the service every time we undertake to curtail the 
-receipts from the internal-revenue system. 

This bill not only fails to make provision for the reduction of the offi
-cial forces, but it proposes no plan or scheme for the reduction of the 
expenses of collection. It will require just as many officers and cost 

_just as much money under this bill to collect a tax of 8 cents per pound 
upon tobacco as it now costs to collect 16 cents per pound, while the 
·Government itself will receive only half as much revenue from that 
. source as it now receives. The bill is not only defective in this respect, 
but it contains a crude and imperfect provision in relation to the sale 

-of leaf-tobacco by farmers and producers, which will at once subject 
every fa.rmer in the country who raises tobacco upon his land to the es
pionage of the whole army of spies and informe:s in the service of the 
Interll.al-Revenue Bureau. 

The provisions of the bill are such that the farmer can not possibly 
undertake to avail himself of the poor privilege it purports to confer 
without subjecting himself to instant and constant danger of arrest and 

-prosecution. 
I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Indiana 

. [Mr. BROWNE]. 
111r. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 
The SPEAKER. One minute. 
Ur. BROWNE. I regret exceedingly I am confronted with this ques

tion. At the last session of Congress I voted for the repeal of so much 
.-of the internal-revenue law as was touched by the bill then passed. 
What is this proposition? It is to add to this a.reductionof$20,000,000 

-on tobacco. 
A ME.MBER. Twenty:.one millions. 
Ur. BROWNE. A reduction of twenty-one to twenty-two millions 

. on tobacco. I voted to relie>e the banks-capital, deposits, check 

. stamps-perfumery, patent medicines, and all. But when they ask to 
add to these a reduction of more than twenty millions on tobacco, a lux-
ury, and this Congress is not to reduce a penny on the tax on sugar, an 

. article consumed by 52,000,000 of our people--

]')fr. DUNN. Or salt either . 
Mr. BROWNE. For that reason only I refuse to vote for this bill. 
Mr. KASSON. I hope no member on either side of this House will 

underestimate the importance of his vote on this proposition. I hope 
no member will ca-st his vote upon party grounds. 

I have a right, if any man has, to speak for tho e whoha>e diligently 
sought through this Congress to obtain a larger reduction of re>enue, 
both by modifications of the tariff and of the internal-revenue tax sys
tem, than it is now probable we shall be able to obtain. If I thought 
that the passage of this bill would have one feather's weight of influence 
to prevent us from reducing the tariff I should stand here and oppose it . 

I desire and have urged upon both sides of the House more prompt 
action on the tariff bill.. I shall from da.y to day, by efforts to amend the 
rules if necessary, by efrorts to abbreviate debate, by every effort known 
to legislation, endeavortocarrythrou'gh either the bill from the Senate 
or the one from the Committee on Ways and Means to reduce duties on 
imports. I am not here, therefore, to advocate the passage of this bill to 
reduce internal revenue as a means of delaying or preventing action on 
the tariff bill. 

The proposition made by the Committee on Ways and Means to this 
House at the beginning of this Congress was that at all events we should 
reduce the revenue derived from internal taxation. We ha>e now the 
revision of the Senat~ of our internal-revenue reduction bill. We know 
what it is, and we say to them again, do this, and do it promptly, and 
thereby relieve the people from some portion of the burdens imposed upon 
them. 

And how is the proposition met? I assure gentlemen that the country 
will understand whether we deal in party subterfuges or are in earnest 
to lighten their burden. 

What does this bill" propo e? Besides taking internal taxes off all 
except four articles, it affects from four hundred to six hundred thou
sand individuals who pay a large amount of money for the right to do 
a lawful business. Every cigar manufacturer and dealer will have his 
personal tax reduced by this bill, which tax he can not charge over to 
the consumer. Do you suppose that those 400,000 and the hundreds 
of thousands employed by them will not know whether you do them 
wrong if you refuse to reduce this personal tax? 

·no yousupposethatthose farmers whom you gentlemen tell us about 
will not care for this privilegeofselling attheplaceofproduction 100 
worth of their leaf-toba~co each year? Do you suppose they will not 
read your speeches made during this Congress on e>ery bill where you 
have had the chance· in which you have demanded for them that right 
and that privilege? 

lli. HATCH. There is no privilege in it. 
Mr. KASSON. That is now in this bill, and it is tendered to them, 

as it has been o>er and over again demanded by them, and gentlemen. 
upon the other side say they will fling it back into our faces. Do you 
sup:Pose the people of this country are fools, and that they will not un
derstand the votes of gentlemen here when it is proposed to take taxes 
off them which they want taken off, which they demand to have taken 
off, which they have petitioned to Congress to have taken off, which 
they have asked their Representatives to introduce bills for the purpose 
ofmking off? I am for reducing taxation here; I am for reducing it 
upon the tariff. If we can not get both I will take one. 

The Committee on Ways and Means, as far as my knowladge goes, 
has presented this bill solely for the purpose of taking the double chance 
of passing this bill and then, if possible, to pass a bill for the reduction 
of the tariff. My opinion is precise and clear that this at least may be
come the law of the land. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 
M:r. KELLEY. I call for the yeas and naysuponmymotion to sus-: 

pen.d the rules and pass the bill. 
Mr. TUCKER. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. TUCKF.R. I have been excluded from any participation in this 

debate. I was not present at the meeting of the committee at which 
this bill was agreed upon, not having received any notice to attend. I 
ask that I may be permitted to print in the RECORD what I might have 
said if I had had the poor privilege of saying it. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. [See 
Appendix.] 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask also the same priruege. 
There was no objection. [See Appendix.] 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move that general leave be granted to print in 

the RECORD remarks upon this subject. 
Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that all have the privilege of pri.n,ting 

remarks. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to giving general leave to print 

in the RECORD remarks upon the bill now before the House? 
Several members objected. 
Mr. KASSON. I must object at this juncture. I want the vote to 

be now taken; after that I will not make objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the yeas and nays 

upon the motion to suspend the rule and pass the bill which has been 
read . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken· and there were-yeas 162, nay 97, not 
voting 32; as follows: 

.Aldrich, 
Armfield, 
Barr, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Bliss, • 
Bowman, 
Brewer, 
Buck, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Julius C. 
Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carpenter, 
Chapman, 
Clements, 
Converse, 
Cox, William R. 
Covington, 
Crapo, 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutts, 
Darrall , 
Davidson, 
Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 
Deering, 
Dezendorf, 
Dowd, 
Dwight, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout , 
Errett, 

Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Belmont, 
Berry, 
Blackburn , 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Rragg, 
Briggs, 
Buchanan, 
Burrows,Jos. H. 
Caldwell, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Caswell, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Cook, 
Cox, Samuel 

ravens, · 

YEA&--162. 
Farwell , Chas. B. 
Farwell, Sewell S. 
Fisher, 
Flower, 
Fulkerson, 
Geddes , 
George. 
Gibson, 
Godshalk , 
Grout, 
Hall, 
IIammond, John 
Hardenbel'gh, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Harris, Benj . w: 
Harris, Henry S. 
Haskell, 
Hazelton, 
Heilman, . 
Henderson , 
Hewitt., G. W. 
Hill 
Hisdock, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 
Hor.r, 
Honk 
Hub~ll, 
Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Hutchins, 
Jacob, 
Jorgensen , 
Kasson, 
Kelley , 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
Klotz, 
Lacey, 

Latham, 
Lord, 
Lynch, 
McClure, 
McCoid, 
1\lcCook, 
McKinley, 
1\IcLane, Robt. M. 
McLean, Jas. II. 
l\Iiles, 
:Miller, 
Moore, 
11Io:rey, 
:Morse, 
1\lutchler, 
Neal, 
Norcross, 
O'Neill, 
Pal'ker, 
Peelle, 
Peirce, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Pound, 
Prescott, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Reed, 
Rice, John B. 
Rice, Wm.·W. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. 1>. 
Ritchie, 
Robeson, 
R-obinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Jas. S. 
Ross, 
Russell, 
Scales, 
Scoville, 

NAY8-97. 
Culberson, Knott., 
Davis, Lowndes H. Ladd, 
De 1\lotte, Leedom , 
Deuster, LeFevre, 
Dibrell, Lindsey, 
Dingley, Manning, 
Dunn, Iarsh, 
Dunnell , 1\Iartin, 
Evins, 1\latson, 
Forney, J.IcKenzie, 
Ganison , Icl\Iillin, 
Guenther, ~!ills, 
Gunter, ?!Ioney, 
Hammond, X. J . Iorrison, 
Haseltine, Moulton, 
Hatch, Muldrow, 
Hepburn, 1\Iurch, 
Herbert, Oates, 
Holman, Payson, 
Hooker, Ray, 
House, Reagan, 
Jones, Geo. W. Reese, 
Jones, James K. Rice, Theron hl. 
Joyce, Richardson, J. S. 
King, Robertson, 

XOT VOTlliG-32. 

Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelley, 
Shultz, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 
Smith, .A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Spaulding, 
Speer, 
Spooner, 
Stone, 
Strait., 
Talbott, 
Taylor, Joseph D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, .Amos 
Tucker, 
Tyler, 
Valentine, 
Vance. 
Van Aernam. 
Vanllorn, · 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Walker, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
\Vatson, 
Webber, 
West, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Willis, 
\Villits , 
Wilson, 
Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 
Young. 

Robinson, Wm. E. 
Rosecrans, 
Ryan, 
Simonton, 
. ingleton, Jas .. \V. 

ingleton, Otho R. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Sparks, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stockslager, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Townshend, R. W 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Updegraff, • 
Upson, 
Wellborn, 
\Vheeler, 
White, 
Whitthorne, 
W'illiams, Thoma . 

Black, Crowley, Jones, Phineas Paul, 
Blanchard, Doxey, Lewis, Sherwin, 
Browne, Dugro, !\lackey, Taylor, Ezra B. 
Brumm, Ford, Mason, Thompson, \Vm. G. 
Calkins, Frost, 1\Iosgrove, Urner, 
Camp, Herndon, Nolan, Warner, 
Chace, Hewitt, AbramS. Pacheco, Wood, Benj. 
f'.-<n·nell , Jadwin, Page, Wood, Walter A. 

So (two-thirds not voting in L.'lvor thereof) the motion of :Ur. KELLEY 
was not agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. BROWNE (who would vote "no ")withMr. CROWLEY (who would 

,·ote "ay "). . 
Ur. CHACE with Mr. BLACK. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 

names be dispensed with. 
Mr. RICE, of :Missouri. I object. 
The names having been read, 
111r. RICE, of Missouri, said: I rise to ask a con-ection of the record 

of this vote. The name of my colleague, Mr. FORD, was just read as 
having voted in the affirmative. He was not in the Hall for an hour 
before the roll-call. To assure myself of this fact I went to the cloak
room and learned that he had been gone for some time. I call atten
tion to this matter for the reason that I believe he would, if pre ent, 
have voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk states that some one answered when 
Mr. FORD's name was called. 

lli. McCOID. I believe I answered when the name of the gentle
man from :Missouri, Mr. FoRD, was called, mistaking his name for my 
own. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCom] states, 
as the Chair understands, that owing to a mistake of hearing he thinks 

he answereu when the name of 1\Ir. FoRD was called. If there be no-
objection the name of ~Ir. FORD will be omitted from the record of the 
vote . 

Several ~IE1IBERS. That is rjght. 
Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman from JHissouri may have been pres

ent and may have Toted and afterward left the Hall. 
The SPEAKER. The record of the vote can be con-ected herea.fter 

if there should be a mistake. 
11Ir. BURROWS, of :Missouri. I am satisfied that 111r. FORD has not 

been in the House for two hours. 
The SPEAKER. This vote will not change the result. On this 

question the yeas are 162, the nays 97.. Two-thirds not Toting in the 
affirmative, the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [lli. KEL
LEY] is not agreed to. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House now adjourn, my object 
being to avoid a night session. 

The question being taken, there were-ayes 108, noes 90. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
llr. HASELTINE. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
So the motion of :hlr. RA..c·'mALL was agreed to. 
Prior to the announcement of the result, the following proceedings. 

took place: 
ILLEGAL .L."'D FRA.UDULENT ENTRY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. RYA.J.~, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7628). 
making an appropriation for the protection of public lands from illegal 
and fraudulent entry, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, refen-ed to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELI T. P .ARKILL. 

l\Ir. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, introduced a. bill (H. R. 
7629) for the relief of Eli T. Pa.rhi)l; which was read a. first and sec
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PATENTS. 
l\Ir. V A..NCE, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee on 

Patents a bill (H. R. 7630) to amend section 4887 of the Revised Stat
utes in relation to patents; which was read a first and second time, or
dered to be printed, and recommitted. 

WITHDRAWAL OF P A.PERS. 
l\Ir. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 

papers in the case of Sergeant James O'Brien, Thll:d United States 
Artillery, no adverse report having been made. 

1\fr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw papel'S
in the case of Captain Samuel Jeffries, which have been referred to the 
Committee on s:;Iaims, there being no adverse report. 

LEAVE OF A.BSEN'CE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as foll@WS: 
To l\Ir. W .ARNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To l\Ir. PAUL, for three days, on account of important bmri.ncss. 
To l\Ir. SKL~NER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in hits family. 

REPORT ON IN'DUSTRI.AL EDUCATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the Hou e the
following resolution of the Senate, which was refen-ed to the Commit
tee on Printing: 

Resolt:ed by the8e:nate of the United States (the Home of Representatives concurring), 
That of the report on industrial education, furnished by the Commissioner oi 
Education to the Senate, in compliance with its resolution of December 15,1882, 
there be printed 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of' 
the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by the Commis-
sioner of Education. · 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced; 
and accordingly (at 5 o clock and 5 minutes p.m.) the Hohse ad
jomned. 

rETmoxs. ETC. 
The follo~ing petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 

under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens ofW est Vll:ginia, relating. 

to bounties and pensions-to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, four joint resolution adopted by "l!he Legislature of the Territory 
of Montana. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of John V. Farwell & Co. and 115· 
other busine firms of the city of Chicago, asking for the necessary ap
propriation for the continuance of the immigrant-inspection service-to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BER~Y: The resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com
merce of San Francisco, California, protesting against the transfer of· 
the revenue-marine service to the Navy Department-to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By 1\fr. CALKIN._: The re olutions adopted by the Legislatme of" 
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Indiana, in relation to pensions for the soldici of the late wru:-to the rent resolution for the printing of 15,560 copies of the report of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Smithsonian Institution for the year 1882. 

By ?!Ir. DE UOTTE: Memorial of the Leghilature of Indiana on the 
ubject of pension le!tisla.tion-to the same committee. 

By ?!Ir. DOWD: The petition of G. W. Clark and others, for a po t
route from Gastonia, North Carolina, to Rh·erside, South Carolina-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Po t-Roads. 

By l\Ir. GEDDES: The resolutions adopted by the Toledo (Ohio) 
Produce Exchange, protesting against the provision in enate bill No. 
1382 which relates to the sale and pmchase for future delivery of the 
commodities of the country-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper relating to ~Je pension claim of John E . .~: archam-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: The resolutions adopted by the Legislatme of 
Indiana, praying for the extension of the aiTears-of-pension act-to the 
same committee. 

By 1\fl:. JOYCE: The petition of Eli B. Parker, for a pension-to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of the pilots of the port of Charles
ton, South Carolina, protesting against the passage of any act abolish
ing compulsory pilotage-to the Committee on Commerce. 

Dy l\1r. MATSON: The petition of William Wainwright and 64 others, 
asking that a pension be granted to W. E. Hardy-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Dy Mr. PHISTER: The petition of G. W. Hannah and 91 others, of 
Johnson County, Kentucky, for the pa.ssage of bill {H. R. 2625) grant
ing one hundred and sixty acres of land to the >olunteer oldiers of the 
late war-to the same committee. 

By 1r. VANCE: The petition of J. S. Woodward and 50 others, for 
a mail-route-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By 1\Ir. VAN HORN: The petition of J. W. Parish, for relief-to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WllEELEl~: Paper relating to the instrument in>ented by 
Frank Moore for determining the error of the compass-to the Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs. . 

By l\lr. WILSON: Thepetitionof Jeremia.hllodgeand80others, citi
zens of West Virginia, pmying that a pension be granted to the said 
Hodge-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Daniel Wilson, for a pension-to the same com
mittee. 

The following petitions relating to tariff legislation were presented 
and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By lli. ALDRICH: Of C. :M. Henderson & Co. and 17 others, hoe 
manufactmers and dealers in leather, of Chicago, Illinois. 

By ?!lr. BAYNE: The resolutions adopted by the employe of the 
Pittsbmgh (Pennsylvania) Iron Works. 

By ?!Ir. COOK: Of colored and other laborers of Macon and Stewart 
Counties, Georgia. 

By Ur. ERRETT: The resolutions adopted by Duquesne Lodge, No. 
1, of Amalgamated Association ofiron Workers, ofPittsburgh, Pennsyl
>ania. 

Also, of the resolutions adopted by the workingmen at the mill of J. 
Painter & Son, Pittsburgh, Pennsyl>ania. 

By Mr. JACOBS: Of Thomas Readding and 69 others, of Otego, of 
John Sweet and 16 others, of Milford, and of B. F. Van Zandt & Son 
and 76 others, of Maryland, New York. 

By Ur. LE FEVRE: Of citizens of Allen County, Ohio. 
By Mr. MONEY: Ofcitize;ns ofNoxubeeCounty,Mississippi. 
By 1l1r. MOORE: Of citizens of La Grange, Lee County, Arkansas, 

and of citizens of Eudora, De So to County, Mississippi. 
By Mr. WEBBER: Of Isaac M. Ferguson and 147 others, citizens of 

Polkton, Ottawa County, and of Jacob Barr and 39 others, of Grand 
Haven, Michigan. 

By lli. WIL5;0N: Of H. R. Black and 55 others, of West Virginia. 

SENATE. 
TUESDAY, Feb'ruary 20, 1883. 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. 
BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yes
terday's proceedings, when, on motion of ?!Ir. ALDmcrr, and by unan
imous consent, the reading was dispensed with. 

MESS.A.GE FROM THE HOU E. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by lli. McPIIERsos, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the concurrent reso
lution of the Senate authorizing the Public Printer to exchange dupli
cate volumes of the Congressional Globe in his custody. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso
lution (H. Res. 331) for the printing of the Agricultural Report for the 
year 1883; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had pa ed a concur-

PETITIOX A......'\D 1\.IE::UORLU . 

The PRESID&~T pro tempore presented a memorial of booksellers, 
printers, and binuers in the city of New York, protesting against the
proposed change in the impost laws by which the duties on books im
ported are to be reduced; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the pilots on the bar and har
bor of Charleston, South Carolina, praying that no act be pasled abol
ishing compulsory pilotage; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

?!Ir. Mc:UILL.AN presented the following resolution of the Legisla
ture of Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Pensionsr 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 

A joint resolution for the relief of John Fenske. 
Whereas John Fenske, of the city of New Ulm, in the county of Brown and 

State of l\Iinnesota, on the 18th day of Angust~ A. D. 1862, while in the employ
ment of the United States as a mechanic, ana while endeavoring to save the 
property of the Government from destruction, received a. severe wound from 
Sioux Indians, whereby he was permanently disabled; and 

'Vhereas a bill has been introduced in the Congress of the United States pro
viding that the name of said John Fenske be placed on the roll of invalid pen
sioners: Therefore, 

Be it resolved lnJ the Legislature of the Slate of Minnesota, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be, and are hereby, requested to use their influence 
to secure the immediate passage of an act granting an invalid pension to said 
John Fenske, and that the same date from the time of receiving sn.id injury. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state forward a copy of these resolutions to each 
of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Approved February 14, A. D. 1883. 
STATE OF :JUn-sESOTA, 

Department of State : 

C. A. GILMAN, 
President oft he Senate. 
L. FLETCHER, 

cpeal.-cr of the IIouse ·of Representatives. 

I hereby certify that I have carefuJly compared the foregoing with the original 
now on file in this department., and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, 
and of the whole of the same. 

'Vitness my hand and the great eal of the State this 16th day of February, 
A. D.1883. 

(SEAL.] FRED VO~ BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of Stat~. 

Ur. Mc~IILLA.......~ presented the following memorial of the LegisJ.a... 
tureof Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States i1~ Congress assembled: 
Your memoriali ts, the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, would respect

fully urge the immediate passage of a bill creating a port of entry at the village 
of Saint Vincent, in the county of Kittson and State of 1\linnesota, the same to 
take the place of the present port of entry at Pembina, in the Te~ritory of Da4 

kota, and abolishing said last-named port of entry. 
A bill to this effect, introduced by Hon. W. D. Washburn, passed the House 

of Representatives some time since, and has been read twice in the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, where it now rests. The reasons for 
the passage of such bill are conclusive to those who have given the matter 
any consideration, and the same was strongly recommended by the late Secre
tary Sherman and is approved by the present Secretary Folger. 

Pembina is without railroad connections, while Saint Vincent has both river 
and railroad facilities for the tran action of the business of such port of entry, 
and all goods to and from Manitoba are necessarily transferred at Saint Vincent 
and do not pass through said Pembina, and all the officers and clerks of said 
present port of entry, except the collector.~. do now actually reside and transact 
all the business thereof at said village of ::saint Vincent. 

Your memorialists therefore pray tliat the said bill may receive immediate 
attention and become a law without delay. 

Approved February 14, A. D. 1883. 

STATE OF 1\II:NNESOTA, 
Depmtment of State: 

L. FLETCHER, 
Speake,· of the House of Representatives. 

C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senat.e. 

I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the origual 
now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, 
and of the whole of the same. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this 14th day of February, 
A. D.l883. 

(SEAL.] FRED. VO~ BAIDIBACH, 
Secretary of State. 

lli. PL UUB presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislatme of 
Kansas, in favor of the passage of a law granting a reasonable pension 
to all soldiers of the late war who were confined for a period of three 
months or more in Libby, Andersonville, or any other military prison of 
the late confederacy; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

l\Ir. PLUMB. I present several petitions signed by a very large 
number of ex-soldiers of the Union Army, now residing in the State of 
Kansas, both in their individual capacity and through the medium of 
the organization known as the Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for the establishment of a soldiers' home in Kansas. I move their 
reference to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 
J\Ir. ANTHONY. I present a petition of S. Ra.y Sands, E. H . .Mitchell, 

and others, representing that the harbor of refuge at Block Island is 
>ery much crowded and that great inconvenience is suffered fi:om want 
of proper regulation in regard to the anchoring of >essels, and praying. 
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